





i June 12, 1915. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol 59.] 539 





| 





THE 


PERFECTED SYSTEM 
OF 


LIFE 
ASSURANCE. 


AN 


IDEAL POLICY 


to provide for Death Duties. 











Maximum 
Insurance 


at 


Minimum 
Cost 


is given under the Perfected 
Maximum Table. 


7 


Full particulars on application to 


LEGAL & GENERAL 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED 1836, 
£10,600,000. 
£1,396,000, 


Total Assets 
Income, 1914 





LOANS. 


These are granted in large or small amounts on 
Reversionary Interests of all kinds and other approved 
Securities and transactions will be comp'eted with a 
minimum of delay. 





i 


Heap Orrice: 10, FLEET ST., LONDON, E.C. 








: 


/ 


The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 


(ESTABLISHED IN 1857.) 
LONDON, JUNE 19I§ 
ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, WHICH MUST BE PAID IN ADVANOB: 


£1 6s.; by Post, £1 8s.; Foreign, £1 108. 4d. 
HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSORIPTIONS IN PROPORTION. 


i2 








*,° The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JouRNAL. 

All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the name 
of the writer. 


GENERAL HEADINGS. 


CURRENT TOPtos...................... 330] ITALY AND THE WAR oescece 
THR JURISDICTION IN Divorce ...... 542] New Danisu ConstTireTion 
REVIEWS , wi ° . 543 | Law Stupen 8’ JOURNAL 
TEE <sccdececcssceeees 43 | OBITUARY oe 
NRW ORDERS, AC. .....0...00c0c0-+ a 549] LYGAL News + ewes 
SOCIETIES .. , one ... 550| WINDING-Up NoTICRs .. 
TREATMENT OF GERMAN SUBMARINE | COURT PAPBRS ..ccccsecevecccesescce 
PRISONERS.... , sakes . 550 | BANKRUPTCY NOTIONS.,..., ..++eee0e 





Cases Reported this Week. 


Associated Newspapers (Lim.) and Others v. London (City) 
Corp >ration 

Burgess’ Policy, Re. 
Insurance Co. a panneetaeseteiiimaneadkebes 

Leader v. Direction Der Disconto Gesellschaft ... 

Luckie v. Merry 

EO I poccnstees 

© The Feliciana ” 

“The Iolo ‘3 

“ The Simla” 


Current Topics. 


Mr. Justice Younger’s List. 

We NoTICcED last week the appointment of Mr. Justice 
YOUNGER as a member of the Aliens Commission, and we 
observed that in the present state of the business of the High 
Court the ordinary objections to taking judges away for out- 
side work do not apply. But such an appointment, however 
desirable for the efficiency of the Commission, cannot escape 
criticism unless proper provision is made for proceeding with the 
work of the absent judge. We understand that Mr. Justice 
YOUNGER is, in fact, endeavouring to proceed with what he 
regards as the most pressing work, and he is arranging to take 
chamber summonses, short causes, and petitions. This shews, as 
the profession would expect, his anxiety not to let bis absence 
interfere with what may he described as the administrative work 
of the court. But it is equally important that provision shovld 
be made for proceeding with the ordinary list, and, after a 
delay during whieh no intimation of the proposed arrangement 
seems to have been given, we see that part of the list is to he 
taken by SARGANT, J., next week. By distribution of the work 
among the remaining judges, it seems quite possible to deal 
with the whole of the business satisfactorily. 


Lord Haldane’s Retirement. 

We printep last week a letter from a correspondent animad 
verting in somewhat vigorous terms upon our comments on Lord 
Hatpane’s retirement. We did not dispute his allegation as to 
the number of the profession who would endorse his views, for 
such allegat ons are really argumentative only, and in due course 
produce, if necessary, their own refutation, and this comes in 
another letter which we print this week. We were, of course, 
aware that there might be differences of opinion on the matter, 
but we could not allow an event like Lord Ha.pang’s exclu- 
sion—or omission—from the new Ministry to pass without such 
comment as his own services to the country, and his legal and 


personal eminence, and the apparent influences at work called for, 
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The matter is obviously one not suitable for continued dis- 
cussion, but as our later correspondent calls in question the 
propriety of our printing the former letter, we may point out that 
it is always our practice, where possible, to give views differing 
from our own an opportunity of expression. The idea under- 
lying the former letter, especially the concluding sentence, 1s one 
which we can appreciate, though we think that, for the practical 
purpose of securing a future understanding with Germany, it 18 
mistaken. 


The Resignation of Mr. Bryan. 


Ar tne time of writing the United States’ reply to Germany 
on the sinking of The Lusitania and other incidents of submarine 
warfare has not been published, but some hint of its insistent 
character has been given by the fact of Mr. Secretary Brran’s 
refusal to concur in it, and his consequent retirement. How this 
will affect the relations between the United States and Germany 
it would be useless to attempt to forecast. It is suggested that 
it may strengthen the German resistance to the United States 
protest against German methods of war, but, if so, it will cer- 
tainly not be from any sympathy of Mr. Brran with those 
methods. It is recognized in this country that the advantages 
and disadvantages of the United States assuming a belligerent 
réle are pretty evenly balanced, and that in any case it is a 
matter on which comment would be improper. We are there- 
fore free to observe that the course which Mr. Bryan has adopted 
is, and will remain, a notable example of a leading statesman 
giving up his participation in the government of his country for 
the sake of peace ideals. Others, no doubt, have adopted a 
similar course through objection to a particular war, but perhaps 
Mr. Brran’s is the first case of a man in his position and with 
his following—aunless, indeed, we may put Lord Mortey in the 
same class—declining to sanction a step which leads to war. If he 
had been an English statesman at the time when Germany made 
her onslaught on Belgium and wantonly attacked France, his 
principles would have been put to a severer test. Before the 
war peace ideals had as strong support—or nearly so—in this 
country as in the United States. It was only the urgency of 
the crisis that swept them away and made it impossible to think 
of them again until the German attack has been repulsed. 
joth on the other side of the Atlantic and on this Mr. Brran’s 
resignation—in itself a proof of the courage which has marked 
his ecareer—will find both admirers and critics. Je can only 
hope that in its practical result it will not postpone the cause 
which he has at heart. 


The Ministry of Munitions. 


THe Ministry of Munitions Act which has just been passed is 
the third statute designed to give the Government onl men 


in regard to the supply of munitions of war. The first was the 
Defence of the Realm Consolidation Act, 1914, passed on 27th 
November (ante, p. 115), which by section 1 (3) empowered 
the Admiralty or Army Council, (2) to require the whole output 
of any arms or ammunition factory to be placed at their 
disposal ; and also (}) to take possession of and use any such 
factory. Then the Defence of the Realm (Amendment), No. 2, 
Act, 1915, passed on 16th March, conferred on the same 
authorities further powers, namely (c) to require the work 
in any factory to be done in accordance with the 
directions of the Admiralty or Army Council; (d) to 
regulate or restrict the work in one factory or remove 
the plant therefrom, with a view to increasing the production 
of war material in other factories; and (¢) to take possession 
of unoccupied premises for the purpose of housing workmen 
employed in connection with war material. In a speech in 
Manchester on the 3rd inst. Mr. LLoyp Gora referred to 
these statutes as giving him great powers of compulsion. 
“ Persuasion,” he said, “is always best when you can afford it, 
but sometimes you can’t—there is no time for it; and one 
troublesome person—I don’t ssy that you have any in Lanca- 
shire; I have never met one yet—if you have such a person, 
may disarrange, dislocate and clog the whole machine. You 
can’t wait in a war until every unreasonable man becomes reason- 





able, until every intractable person becomes tractable; some 
people you can convince quickly, some take a little longer, and 
some do take such a lot of persuading. With the third class 
the best argument you will find will be the Defence of the 
Realm Act.” But these statutes seem to deal only with the 
power of taking possession of factories, and taking over their 
output, and arranging the work in them ; they do not give any 
power to compel workmen to work in any particular factory or 
at all. In fact, the Defence of the Realm Acts in this respect are 
confined in their compulsory effect to employers, and this is sub- 
ject, of course, to compensation, so that it is merely a case of taking 
property for public purposes. Employers, as Mr. Lioyp Grorce 
pointed out, are now, under the Defence of the Realm Acts, prac- 
tically subject to State control for industrial purposes, and he 
suggested that the same principle must be applied to labour, 
There must, he said, be greater subordination in labour to the 
direction and control of the State. 


Labour and Munitions, 


Ir APPEARS to have been thought in certain quarters in 
the House of Commons that the Ministry of Munitions Bill as 
introduced would alter this state of things, and enable compul- 
sion to be applied to labour without direct Parliamentary 
sanction. After providing, by clause 1, for the establishment of 
a Ministry of Munitions, clause 2 proposed that “ the Minister 
of Munitions shall have such powers and duties in relation to the 
supply of munitions for the present war as may be conferred 
on him by His Majesty in Council.” The rest of the Bill was 
merely ancillary, and clause 6 provided that the Ministry of 
Munitions should cease to exist at the end of a year after the 
conclusion of the war, or at an earlier date after the war to be 
fixed by Order in Council. Thus the Bill left it to the Govern. 
ment to determine by Order in Council what powers the 
Minister of Munitions could exercise ; and taken in connection 
with Mr. LLoyp Grorce’s speech, it led to the inference that 
forced labour could be introduced by such an Order. Sir Jonn 
Simon, the new Home Secretary, who was in charge of the 
Bill, said he did not think any lawyer examining the Bill could 
»0ssibly suppose that in itself it would authorize anything of the 
Kind by executive action. In this he may have been mistaken, but 
at any rate he gave a distinct assurance that there was not the 
remotest intention of using the Bill for such a purpose, If any 
special powers were needed in respect of labour they must, he 
said, be asked for from Parliament ; they had nothing to do with 
the present Bill. This declaration, in answer to further inquiry, 
he said was made in the presence of the Prime Minister and with 
his approval. In its final form the word “administrative ” was 
inserted in clause 2, so as to make it ran: “The Minister 
of Munitions shall have such administrative powers,” &c. ; and the 
change apparently was intended to make it clear that no sub- 
stantive alteration in the law can be introduced by Order in 
Council. Whatever measures necessity may hereafter dictate, it 
is clear that the law recognizes no compulsory service for war 
purposes except military service at home for the defence of the 
realm (see ante, p. 200). As regards industrial service, we doubt 
whether compulsion would ever become necessary ; as regards 
military service abroad, or what is ordinarily known 48 
conscription, it is perhaps correct to say that if the war cannot 
be won by voluntary effort it will not be won by compulsion; 
while conscription bas the fatal defect that opinion in tbe 
country is likely to remain fundamentally divided upon it. In 
fact, so far as we ‘are aware, it bas never been approved, exce 
as a remote and improbable contingency, by any responsible 
statesman. 


Press Offences under the 
Acts. 

THE NEW Defence of the Realm Regulations, which we print 
elsewhere, contain an important change as to the prosecution for 
Press offences under the Defence of the Realm Acts and 
Regulations. No one has doubted the expediency of putting 
the Press during the war under special restrictions as to the 
publication of news; but the enforcement of these restrictions 
has resulted, as is well known, in inequality and hardship 1 
practice. As regards offences under the Regulations, some few 
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are defined as “‘ summary offences” (see, for example, reg. 35 


as to the possession of celluloid or of cinematograph films), and | 


these can only be tried by a court of summary jurisdiction ; 
otherwise the case is referred under reg. 56 (2) to the competent 
naval or military authority to determine whether it should be pro- 
veeded with. The effect of the new regulations is to withdraw the 
preliminary investigation of Press offences from the above authori- 
ties and entrust it to the Director of Public Prosecutions. He 
will then determine whether or not the case is tobe proceeded 
with, and, if it is to be proceeded with, whether it is to be tried 
by a court of summary jurisdiction or by a civil court with a 
jury, or by court-martial, subject in the last case to the right 
of a British subject under the Defence of the Realm (Amendment) 
Act, 1915, to claim trial by a civil court. The regulations 
contain a definition of Press offences. We imagine that in 


practice Press offences have, like offences under the Trading with 
the Enemy Acts, been either unintentional or merely technical, 
and, they should, as far as possible, be left under the jurisdiction 
of the ordinary courts. 


Cheques Crossed “Account Payee.” 


AN INTERESTING decision on the effect of crossing a cheque 
“Account payee” has been given by Rowxarr, J., in House 
Property Co. of London vy. London County and West- 
minster Bank (Times, 9th inst.). This crossing is not authorized 
by the Bills of Exchange Act, and it has been a question how far 
a banker who collects the cheque is bound by it. So far as it 
is effective, it is an intimation to him that the proceeds are to 
go to the account of a particular person—the payee named on the 
cheque—and no other. Is it, then, negligence for the banker to 
disregard this crossing and collect the cheque for the account of 
a person presenting it other than the payee? In National Bank 
v. Silke (1891, 1 Q. B. 435) it was held that this crossing did not 
restrict the negotiability of the cheque; hence the collecting 
bank, who had in fact placed the amount to the credit of the 
payee, were entitled to sue the drawer. But this uoes not touch 
the point in question. It is settled, however, that ordinarily 
the collecting banker is bound to observe the direction expressed 
in “ Account payee,’’ notwithstanding it is not a statutory cross- 
ing, and it is negligence if he pays the proceeds into an account 
which is not that of the payee (see per Cuanneg xt, J., in Bevan v. 
National Bank, 23 T. L. R. 65). In such case, therefore, he loses 
the protection of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, s. 82 (2), which 
provides that “ where a banker in good faith and without negli- 
gence receives payment for a customer” of a crossed cheque he is 
protected against the customer’s want of title. In the recent case 
before Rowxatr, J., it was attempted to make a distinction on 
the ground that the cheque was a bearer cheque. It was drawn 
to “A and others or bearer,” and crossed “ Account payee.” This 
it was contended, made the bearer the payee at the time of pre- 
sentment for the purpose of the crossing, and it was not negli- 
gence to collect for his account. But the learned judge rejected 
this contention. “Payee” does not mean the owner of a cheque 
at the time it is presented, but the name written across the face 
of the cheque. Hence judgment was given against the defendant 


bank, 
Money-lenders and Borrowers. 


ATTENTION HAS again been called in the Press to the troubles 
of persons who fall into the hands of money-lenders, and in par- 
ticular to the manner in which charges for interest mount up 
4 soon as there is any default in payment of the agreed instal- 
ments. The relations between money-lenders and borrowers are 
really part of the innate difficulties of things, and short of 
stopping money-lending altogether it is hard to say how the 
Legislature could carry further the policy of the Money Lenders 
Act, 1900. Under that the matter can be reopened whenever the 
interest charged is excessive and the transaction was harsh and 
unconscionable, though this last requirement may be satisfied by 

mere fact that the interest is excessive (Samuel v. Newbold, 
1906, A.C, 461). But the question what interest is excessive is a 
disputable matter. It is well known that the borrower’s one 
idea is that he must have the money, and he will agree to pay 
any interest which is asked. If he offers no security except his own 





promise to repay, then the court is unwilling to. interfere even 
with a high scale of interest—the usual 60 per cent. or more 
(Carringtons (Limited) vy. Smith, 1906, 1 K. B. 71). It has to con- 
sider all the circumstances of the case, and the lender's risk is 
one. If the borrower offers security, then his position is better. 
We believe that some money-lenders exact the same high rate of 
interest whether security is offered or not, but they thereby 
run the risk of the transaction being reopened under the statute. 
If the security is really good, the interest will be brought down 
to a reasonavie rate—say 5 to 10 per cent. (Part vy. Bond, 94 
L. T. 490), or perhaps 20 per cent. (Salaman v. Blair, 111 L. T. 
426). In conversation with a Press representative (Z'imes, 
9th inst.), Sir Georae Lewis has called attention to the special 
iniquity of the default clause under which the interest, which 
may have begun at a moderate rate, suddenly jumps up to 60 per 
cent. per annum on the entire debt, which becomes due on any 
default. But this effect of the clause is not unknown to the 
courts, and its inclusion in the security has been treated as 
prima facie evidence that the transaction is harsh and uncon- 
scionable (Harris v. Clarson, 27 T. L. R. 30), Sir Grorer Lewis 
suggests an addition to the statute requiring that a statement in 
writing at the time of the advance showing accurately the rate 
of interest, both in the event of no default and of default, shall 
be necessary for the validity of the security. But, for the reason 
we have given, we doubt whether this would do much to protect 
borrowers against themselves. At the same time it may be noticed 
that rehef under the statute does not depend on whether the 
borrower understood the transaction or not. This may be an 
element in the result; but relief is granted notwithstanding that 
the borrower knew what he was about (Blair v. Duckworth, 24 


T. L. R. 474). 


The Frauds by Workmen Act, 1777. 


Mucu oF the business of our courts of summary jurisdiction 
is transacted without the intervention of law books, but this is 
not always the case and the justices are occasionally confronted 
with statutes which may be described as “Things not generally 
known.” As an example, a charge was recently preferred before 
one of the metropolitan police magistrates under the Frauds by 
Workmen Act, 1777 (17 Geo. 3,c¢. 56). This Act, which follows 
several previous statutes (including 1 Anne, stat. 2,c. 18, and 
17 Geo. 2, c. 27, 8. 1), enacts that if any person shall be hired or 
employed to make any felt or hat, or to prepare or work up any 
woollen, linen, fustian, cotton, hemp, flax, mohair or silk manu- 
factures, and shall purloin, embezzle, secrete, sell, pawn, exchange 
or otherwise unlawfully dispose of any of the materials with 
which he shall be entrusted, and shall be thereof convicted 
before justices of the county where the offence shall be com- 
mitted, he may be committed éo the house of correction and kept 
to hard labour for the term specified. The Act dates from a 
time when the remedy by indictment for the misappropriation 
vf goods was not merely expensive, but obscure and ill-defined, 
and when the civil remedy for the conversion or detention of 
goods was wholly unsuited to disputes between employers and 
workmen. The Act accordingly provided a remedy for the 
special grievance to be enforced in a court of summary juris- 
diction. In the case under consideration it appeared that the 
complainants, costume makers, had entrusted the defendant 
with goods to be made up and that he had not returned them, 
claiming to retain them as security for money due to him. 
The magistrate, though not altogether satisfied with the conduct 
of the defendant, thought that the case might be determined by 
ordering that the goods should be delivered up on payment of 
the money due, and that the complainants should be awarded 
their costs. An interlocutory order in similar terms has often 
been made in actions of trover. 





It is understood, says the Timés, that it is the intention of the 
Government to clear the outstanding Parliamentary business, including 
the remainder of the Estimates, out ef the way as quickly as possible. 


| A long adjournment is therefore to be expected in a few weeks’ time, 


possibly within the next month. The Session would be kept in being, 
but there would be no more long sustained periods of Parliamentary 
activity. 
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The Jurisdiction in Divorce. 

Tue Coart of Appeal have overruled the case of Dickinson v. 
Dickinson (58 Sowicitors’ JourNnat, 32; 1913, P. 198), in 
which Sir SAmucL Evans, P., two years ago attempted to give 
a salutary extension to his jurisdiction in divorce. ‘hore a 
husband sought a decree of nullity on the ground of his wife's 
incapacity to consummate the marriage, and this incapacity he 
asked the Court to infer from her deliberate refusal to 
consummate it. Sir SAMUEL EvANs refused to draw any 
such inference ; he said it was revolting to him to make such 
a declaration when he knew well that it was a legal fiction ; in 
other cases parties so declared incapable had afterwards 
married another spouse and become the parent of children. 
But he felt the hardship of condemning a husband to the 
mockery of a lifelong marriage with a wife who had never 
been or would be such except in name, and he was willing 
to make a bold way out of the difficulty and tuo carry the law a 
stage further than the precedents warranted. Hence he granted 
the husband a deeree of nullity on the ground of wilful refusal 
to consummate. 

Now we pointed out at the time, under the heading “ The 
Euthanasia of a Legal Fiction” (57 Soticirors’ JoURNAL, 749), 
that this decision of the President was a revolution, albeit a wise 
and beneficent revolution, in the law of nullity. And we con- 
cluded the article with these words :—“ Since in a case of this kind 
no appeai is at all likely, either in this or in any similar case 
hereafter, the precedent is almost certain to become binding and 
effective. If so, it will be almost a unique example, in our system 
of jurisprudence, of a legal fiction which has been superseded 
without the intervention of the Legislature.” It certainly 
seemed very unlikely that any appeal would ever arise again over 
such a decree. But the unexpected always happens. And a 
curious set of circumstances has just led to an appeal, in a case 
last week, Napier v. Napier (Times, 7th June), in which the Court 


of Appeal have declared Dickinson vy. lickinson to be bad law, and 
have refused to follow it. 

This came about as follows: 
while still at school, married at the age of seventeen a young 


A boy named Ceci Napier, 


woman of twenty-four. It was a secret marriage at a Registry 
Office, and the parties did not intend to live together at the 
moment, nor did they do so. In fact it was arranged between 
them that the marriage should not be made known or con- 
summated unti! it could be safe'y communicated to the wife’s 
father, who was ill. A few days after the marriage the husband 
stayed at the house of the wife’s parents and asked her to con- 
summate the marriage, but she reminded him of his promise and 
refused. Next day her parents discovered the existence of the 
marriage and the husband had to leave the house. During the 
next three years be corresponded with his wife, and at the end 
of that period, having just gone to South Africa, he invited her 
to live with him. Her solicitors returned an answer saying that 
she would never live with him, and that all future corre- 
spondence must be with them. Four years later he returned 
to England and again invited her to live with him, but again 
she refused. 

On these facts one would have expected the President to have 
no hesitation in exercising bis discretion and dissolving the 
marriage by a decree of nullity on bis own novel ground of 
wilful refusal to consummate. But Sir SamueL Evans rather sur- 
prised Probate practitioners by refusing to do so. He held that 
the husband had acted heedlessly and inconsiderately in leaving 
England three years after the marriage, and had thereby con- 
duced by his own fault to the wife’s refusal. Apparently some 
of the correspondence between the parties had not been placed 
before the President, and he had overlooked the fact that the 
petitioner was a mere boy at the time. On appeal the Court of 
Appeal, having these facts fully before them, disagreed with the 
President’s view as to the husband's conduct, and held—as the 
Master of the Rolls expressed it—that on the facts the case came 
within the rule laid down in Dickinson v. Dickinson (supra). Had 
that case been ‘good law, then, they would have allowed the 
appeal and granted the decree. But they could not accept that 
case as good law. Something more than mere wilful refusal is 





necessary to give jurisdiction on which to found a nullity decree, 
There must be some evidence of incapacity and an inference 
of this fact must be drawn by the trial judge. Therefore they 
dismissed the appeal, but in the course of so doing they quite 
definitely overruled Dickinson v. Dickinson. 

Frankly, much as we regret this decision on grounds of 
social poliey and legal reform, it appears to us to be good law, 
The Divorce Court, when it came into being in 1857, obtained 
a twofold jurisdiction. It was the legatee of the matrimonial 
jurisdiction of the old ecclesiastical courts, and also of the juris- 
diction to grant divorce by way of Private Act which Parlia- 
ment had long exercised on judicial principles. Under the 
former jurisdiction the Divorce Court had power to issue decrees 
of nullity and to grant judicial separations, but not to dissolve 
marriages for any act or event occurring after marriage. The 
latter jurisdiction gave it its limited power to grant divorces a 
vinculo—unknown to the canon law and the ecclesiastical courts 
which administered it—where adultery, coupled in the case of a 
husband with acts of cruelty or desertion, had been committed 
by one of the spouses. The result is that the Court has no power 
to dissolve marriages for any fault or event occurring after 
marriage (other than the statutory grounds of adultery), unless 
the ecclesiastical courts could have granted a decree of nullity in 
such cases before 1857. 

Now it is undoubted that before 1857 (or after it) the Church 
and its courts has never recognized any grounds for a decree of 
nullity, except three, namely, affinity, incapacity, and absence 
of consent. Papal Bulls, indeed, in the Middle Ages not 
infrequently annulled marriages for political reasons where 
no such grounds existed; but they always alleged at least 
the fiction of such a ground. At the Reformation our ecclesi- 
astical courts took over the old jurisdiction to annul for any 
of the reasons formerly allowed by Rome. But gradually 
the fiction grew up of presuming incapacity in cases where it did 
not really exist. Where wilful refusal to consummate the union 
had been persisted in for a triennium, and where the wife or 
husband refused to submit to medical examination, the court 
might, and usually did, draw an inference of incapacity. At first 
a period of three years was required, but this has long been 
regarded as unnecessary. Again, at first the petition had to 
allege that the malformation was incurable by art or skill and 
would so appear on inspection; but this Sir FRANcis JEUNE 
decided to be surplusage in F. v. P. (otherwise F.) (75 L. T. 192). 
Again, at one time expert evidence of the alleged incapacity 
was required, but this is now dispensed with. In fact 
the modern practice has undoubtedly been that the Court 
will draw the inference of incapacity from the persistent refusal 
to consummate (M. v. M., otherwise H., 22 T. L. R. 719). But 
until the revolution temporarily effected by Dickinson v. Dickinson, 
and now countermined by the Court of Appeal, the legal necessity 
of incapacity as the basis of the jurisdiction and the indispensa- 
bility of an inference, however fictitious, as to incapacity has 
always been upheld by our courts as a condition precedent tos 
decree of nullity. 

It follows that Dickinson vy. Dickinson went much too far. 
Refusal of marital intercourse, as the Master of the Rolls well 
expressed it in Napier v. Napier (supra), cannot in law be relied 
on as a ground for a decree of nullity except so far as it may 
be regarded as evidence of some abnormal physical condition. 
The rcal effect of Dickinson’s case, as Lord Justice PickrorD said 
in the same case, was that, while purporting to alter the practice 
as to decrees of nullity, in reality it added an additional ground 
of divorce to those enacted by the Divorce Act of 1857. That 
only the Legislature can do. The legal maxim, after all, 1s 
“ Boni judicis est ampliare curiae jurisdictionem.” It cannot be 
read as meaning Loni judicis est arrogare sibi jurisdictionem 
nom suam. Hence, in cases like the present, the only way, 
until the Legislature intervenes, to grant the relief which 
considerations of morality and humanity obviously demand, 
will be to revive and use freely, if the court is willing 
to do so, the fiction which the President purported to slay two 
years ago. But it will be interesting to see whether that fiction 
will be treated as still available notwithstanding its temporary 
dismissal. 
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Reviews. 
Bankruptcy. 


Tae Principtes of BANKRUPTCY, EMBODYING THE BANKRUPTCY 
Act, 1914 ; TOGETHER WITH THE UNREPEALED SECTIONS OF THE 
Acts or 1883, 1890, and 1913 ; PART oF THE Desrors AcT, 1869 ; 
THE LEADING Cases IN BANKRUPTCY AND BILLS OF SALE; THE 
Deeps oF ARRANGEMENT Act, 1914. WitrH AN APPENDIX 
CONTAINING THE Bankruptcy RuLes, 1915; THE DeEEDs OF 
ARRANGEMENT Rugs, 1915, &c., &c. ; THE Britis or SALE Acts, 
1878, 1882, 1890 and 1891; AND THE RuLes THEREUNDER, &c. 
By Ricuarp Rincwoop, M.A.,_ Barrister-at-Law. Twe.rru 
Epition. Stevens & Haynes. 10s. 

This well-known and convenient work affords a commentary on 
the Bankruptcy Statutes, without giving, save incidentally in the 
course of the expesition, the words of the statutes; though in the 
Appendix the Bankruptcy and Deeds of Arrangement Rules are given 
in full. In the present edition the author has revised the text so as 
to incorporate the provisions of, and references to, the Bankruptcy 
and Deeds of Arrangement Acts of last year, and his method of 
exposition and arrangement of the subject are such as to make the 
book easy and reliable in use. At pp. 89-92 he points out the change, 


first made by the Act of 1913, and now incorporated in section 47 of 
the Consolidating Statute, by which real and personal property have 
been put on the same footing, and dispositions by the bankrupt after 
adjudication and before interventien by the trustee validated ; and 
the present provisions of the sections for avoiding voluntary settle- 
ments and fraudulent preferences (sections 42 and 44 of the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1914) can be usefully studied in Mr. Ringwood’s 
book. 





Costs in Workmen’s Compensation Cases. 


Handy Guide To THE PREPARATION OF BILLs or Costs, with 
PRECEDENTS, UNDER THE WORKMEN’S CoMPENSATION ACT, 1906 ; 
INCLUDING PRECEDENTS IN THE CouRT OF APPEAL AND THE 
Houser or Lorps, To WHICH Is ADDED THE County Courts RKuLEs, 
ORDERS AND SCALES, AND THE CoNsOLIDATED WorRKMEN’s Com- 
PENSATION Ruves, 1913. Atso Various Important Decisions 
AFFECTING Costs UNDER THE ABOVE ACT, AND THE ACT @F 1897. 
By A Birt Cierk. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 5s. 

There has hitherto been wanting a comprehensive guide to 
the preparation of bills of costs under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, and in publishing the present work Messrs. Stevens & Sons 
are to be congratulated on relieving this long-felt want. The author 
ofthis handy volume prefers to conceal his identity under the pseu- 
donym of “A Bill Clerk,” but it is manifest that he has had a very 
extensive experience in the preparation of bills of costs arising out 
of compensation claims, and therefore his work should serve as a 
reliable guide to the profession. The precedents of costs given should 
_ of very great assistance to the practitioner, who has hitherto 

n handicapped by reason of there being no complete authority on 
such costs to guide him in their preparation. Another feature of the 
work is the section dealing with decisions as to costs in important 
cases. There can be no doubt that this little volume will find its 
way into the library of every busy practitioner. 


Probate. 


Tae Practitioner’s Propate MANUAL; BEING A GUIDE TO THE 
PROCEDURE ON OBTAINING GRANTS OF PROBATE AND ADMINIS- 
TRATION, WITH THE RULES, ORDERS AND FEEs, AND DIRECTIONS 
4S TO THE PAYMENT OF PROBATE AND Estate Duty. By 
CHartes H. Picken. ELeventu Epition. Waterlow & Sons 
(Limited). 6s. net. 


Practitioners will be glad to see a new edition of this usefy] 
manual. On points of practice relating to prvof of wills and taking 
out letters of administration it affords convenient and ready 
information ; and the directions as to the affidavit for inland revenue, 
which is one of the most important parts of the practice, together 
with the description of the various forms and the tables of the 
Mecessive rates of duty, are very clearly stated in chapter 3. 





Books of the Week. 


_Canada.—The Canadian Law Times. Edited by A. H. F. Lerroy, 
KC, M.A. Vol. 35. No. 5 May, 1915. The Carswell Co. (Limited). 


Brief in the Springbok Case. By the Hon. W. M. Evarts, Some 
time State Secretary; Analysis of the Springbok Judgment, by 
D.C.L., &e. Edited ty T. Bary, D.C.L., LL.D, Stevens & Haynes. 
is. 6d. 








Correspondence. 


The Retirement of Lord Haldane. 
[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—I am surprised that you should have thought it worth while 

to publish the letter from an anonymous “ Subscriber for forty 
years ” objecting to your reference to and eulogy of Lord Haldane, 
and stating that the words in which you regret his retirement from 
the position of Lord Chancellor are entirely contrary to the wishes 
and opinions of nineteen out of twenty solicitors. He goes on to 
say that there are 200 solicitors in his own town, and he has 
personally asked more than thirty of them, and they all state their 
objection to Lord Haldane remaining in the Cabinet ; and, further, he 
asserts positively that the majority of educated people do not agree 
that Lord Haldane was the great administrator you mention, and 
that he did n.ore harm to the Army than good, and he adds more in 
the same strain. If he thinks that thirty out of 200 is the same 
roportion as nineteen out of twenty there is something wrong with 
iis arithmetic, and no one will put much faith in his subsequent 
positive assertion that the majority of educated people do not agree 
with you. [am not surprised that your correspondent had not the 
courage to write over his own name. 

I, in common with others, feel sure a very great number of 
“educated people” were very glad to see the views expressed in your 
issue of the weck before last in reference to Lord Haldane’s retire- 
ment, and heartily agree with them. J. Lovet. Perers. 

(A Subscriber for more than thirty years.) 

2A, Guildhall-chambers, 32, Basinghall-street, E.C., June 9. 

[See observations under “ Current Topics.”—Eb, S.J.) 


Copyholds and Land Transfer Act, 1897, ss. 1-3. 
[T'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Repor ter.| 


Sir,—It is commonly assumed that, under the Lard Transfer Act, 
1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 65), 8. 1, copyholds of which the deceased 
was the tenant on the court rolls (2.¢., of which he was possessed of 
both the legal and the equitable estate) do not descend to the legal 
personal representative of the deceased, and that they are not “ real 
estate” within the meaning of section 2 of the Act, nor “land” 
within section 3 of the Act, the definition of “ real estate” contained 
in sub-section 4, of section 1, of the Act expressly excluding “ land of 
copyhold tenure.” 

4 the case of He Somerville and Turner (1903, 2 Ch. 583), it is 
true that the copyholds of which the deceased was only equitably 
possessed (and not entitled thereto for the legal estate also) were 
decided to fall within sections 1, 2 and 3 of the Act ; but a difficulty 
has been felt in extending that decision to the copyholds of the 
deceased of which he was the tenant on the court rolls at the date of 
his death ; and the difficulty so felt is this, namely, that, once the 
legal and the equitable estates have vested in A. B., the equitable 
estate is merged in the legal estate, and the legal estate will not 
reopen again on A. B.'s death into legal and equitable, nor will the 
equitable estate re-emerge from the legal estate, mere ly to entitle one 
heir of A. B. deceased rather than another heir of A. B. deceased to 
the copyholds—all which is perfectly wellsettled law: see 
Goodtitle Vv. Wells (Doug. 771); Selby V. Alston (3 Ves. oat) ; and 
Vol. LLL. of Preston’s Conveyancing, at pp. 327, 328. 

But if the purposes of sections 2 and 3 of the Act should require 
—and the purposes of section 2 of the Act do positively require— 
that on A. B.'s death the equitable estate shail re-emerge, or, in 
other words, that the legal estate shall reopen into the equitable 
estate and the legal estate, it would be possible to say (and it would 
also be a reasonable thing to say) that, for the purposes of the Act 
(and more particularly for the purposes of the administration out 
of court of the “real estate” of A. B. deceased), his copy holds shall 
(quoad the equitable estate) descend to and vest in his legal 
personal representative, while they shall (gucad the legal estate 
therein call that estate only) descend to and vest in the 
customary heir of A. B. deceased, and as a trustee only for the legal 
personal representative for the purposes of his administration of 
the “real estate” of the deceased. 

That view is not a violent misinterpretation of the Act, but is, 
on the contrary, a rigorously correct interpretation of sub-section 4, of 
section 1, of the Act (by which “ land of copyhold tenure” is excluded 
from the definition of “real estate ” for the purposes of sections 1, 2, 
and 3 of the Act), scilicet, because an cquibablocsiaie is (in the view ot 





Prize Law.—Prize Law and Continuous Voyage: Containing 
tinuous Voyages, by Sir Travers Twiss, QA. Q.C., D.C.L. ; 


a court of law) no estate at all (see Cuthbertson v. Irving), 4 H. & N. 
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142: and 6 H. & N. 185), and if no estate, then it is of no“ tenure’ 
(see Doe d. Vernon v. Vernon, 7 East, 8, at p. 23, per Lord Ellen- 
borough). Sothat “land of copyhold tenure” in sub-section 4, of 
section 1, merely means and intends that the copyholds shall 
descend to the customary heirs, and as trustees only for the 
legal personal representative, and to facilitate his administration of 
the “real estate” of the deceased. That interpretation is a!so in accor 
dance with (and merely an extension of) the decision in He Somerville 
and Turner (supra) ; and it is @ very familiar thing indeed in copy- 
hold law to find the copyholds (even although devised) descending 
to the customary heirs, although as trustees only for the beneficial 
devisee (see Scriven on Copyholds, 7th ed. (1896), at pp. 177-178). 

Of course, if the view above outlined is correct, it follows that the 
legal personal representative can sell the copyholds in the course of 
his administration, and can also convey them, obtaining the legal 
estate by procuring the customary heir to concur in the conveyance ; 
and I have, in fact, professionally so advised on a recent occasion. 

Lincoln’s-inn, June &. A. B. 

{We propose to consider hereafter our correspondents very 
interesting suggestion.—t D. S./.] 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


LUCKIE v. MERRY. No. 1. 2ad and $rd June. 


Workmen's Compensation—Faiture To Make a Ctaim WITHIN Six 
Montus—WorKMAN Kept on at Ligut Work AND Paip FuLL WaGEs 
—ReaSONABLE Cause—CLaim nor Barrep By Larsz or Time—WorkK- 
mMEN’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, ¢. 58,, 8. 2 (1) (B). 


A workman, who was an old servant of the employer's, having met 
with injury by accident, by which he was partially incapacitated for a 
considerable tune, was told by his employer to come and do such light 
work as he could, and he did so for over six months, continuing to 
receive his full wages. He made no claim for compensation unt after 
he had been dtmissed at a later date. 

Held, that the fact that he continued to be paid his full wages was 
reasonable cause for his failure to make a clam within the statutory 
period, and that such claim was not barred. 


Lynch v. Marquis of Lansdowne (49 Jr. L. 7. R. 395) dissented from. 


Appeal by the workman from an award of his Honour Judge Parry 
at Lambeth. ‘The applicant was a horse keeper, who had been in the 
respondent's employment for seventeen years. He met with an accident 
arising out of and in the course of his employment, the fingers of one 
hand being crushed by the falling of a barrel of ginger beer which he 
was delivering to a customer. He told the foreman about it, and the 
next day the foreman called at his house, and said his master wanted: to 
see him. He went and reported the accident to his master, who replied, 
‘* You can potter about the factory unti. you get quite well.’’ The 
doctor who was treating him having told him that he ought to claim 
compensation, he mentioned the subject to the foreman. He was told, 
however, that he would continue to receive his full wages, and for over 
six months he remained in the employment, doing such light work as 
the injury to his hand permitted, and being paid full wages. At a 
later date, however, he was dismissed, and, being still partially in 
capacitated, claimed compensation. The county court judge dismissed 
the claim, holding that he was bound by two Irish cases (mentioned in 
the judgment below) to decide that it was barred. The workman 
appealed. 

Tue Court allowed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the appeal raised what was un 
doubtedly an important point, and, having stated the facts, pro 
ceeded : It was argued on one side that the claim was barred, but the 
reply to that was that the failure to make the claim was occasioned by 
reasonable cause. It was quite clear that there was no prejudice due to 
any want of notice. The learned county court judge said he had no 
doubt in his own mind that there was reasonable cause, but held that 
he was bound on the authority of two Irish cases to decide otherwise. 
Here the applicant had, substantially speaking, gone on with his old 
work as far as he could, and been paid his old wages. Was not that 
a reasonable cause for not making a claim? It was difficult to see what 
the importance, from the employer's point of view, was in the claim 
being made within six months of the accident, though it was obviously 
very important to him to receive notice of it immediately. In his 
lordship's opinion, apart from authority, there was, on the facts of the 
case, reasonable cause for the claim not having been made in the time. 
The Irish cases, however, required examination. The first one, Healy 
v. Galloway (41 Ir. L. T. R. 5) was a case under the original Act, and 
the decision there was that the mere fact that an employer had paid 
full wages after the accident was not sufficient in itself to shew that 
the workman had reasonable cause for not making the claim. In the 
other, Lynch v. Marquis of Lansdowne (49 Ir. L. T. R. 395), the Trish 
Court of Appeal seemed to have misunderstood Healy v. Galloway. It 
did not, as certain members of the Court said, settle the law on the 
point. That was quite a misconception. The Court was bound to con 
sider all the circumstances of the case. His lordship would be extremely 











sorry to have to say, in the circumstances, that the applicant could not 
have preserved a right to make a contingent claim. The county court 
judge was at liberty in point of law to follow his own view, and that 
being so the appeal must be allowed and the case remitted to him to 
assess damages. 

Pickrorp and Warrinoton, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect, the former observing that it bad been decided by the House of 
Lords that a claim for arbitration was satisfied by any clear intimation 
that a claim was going to be made, and as compared with notice of the 
accident, a claim was a mere formality.—CounsxL, Charles Doughty; 
W. O. Hodges. Soricrtors, Kingsley, Wood, & Co.; Williams & 
Powell. 

{Reported by H. Lanorozp Lewis, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


LEADER v. DIRECTION DER DISCONTO GESELLSCHAFT. 
No, 2, 3rd June. 

Avirex Exemy—Foreicn Bankers—Lonpon Brancu—Licence to Con- 
TINUE ‘(RADING—AssETS TO REMAIN UNDER ConTROL or TREASURY— 
JupGMENT Ostarnep Acainst Bank—Ciam To Levy Execution oy 
Branch—Atiens Restriction Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Gero. 5, c. 12). 

The plaintiffs, an English firm, had an account with the defendants, 
a Berlin bank with a oranch in London, Shortly before war was 
declared the plaintiffs drew a cheque closing thew account with the 
Berlin bank, but the bank refusea to pay. Thereupon, war by this 
time having been declared, proceedings were instituted, with the result 
that judgment was given for the plaintiffs for £427. The branch had 
obtained a licence to continue trading for imited purposes on the con- 
dition (inter alia) that any assets of the bank’s which might remain 
undistributed after their liabilites had, so far as possible in the cir 
cumstances, been discharged, should be deposited with the Bank of 
Kngland to the order of the Treasury. 

U'he plaintiffs sought to levy execution on the property of the branch, 
and claimed also that the assets at the bank were liable to satisfy the 
judgment. 

A summons was taken out by the defendants for an order to set 
aside all proceedings under the writ of fi. fa. Ridley, J., in chambers, 
dismissed the summons. 

Held, alowing the defendants’ appeal, that proceedings under the 
writ must be stayed. 


Appeal by the defendants from an order of Ridley, J., in chambers, 
refusing to set aside or stay proceedings under a writ of fi. fc. issued 
im execution of a judgment obtained py the plaintifis against the 
defendants, a German bank. The defendants were organised as a bank 
according to the law of Germany, with a head office in Berlin and also 
a branch in London. ‘The piaintifis, Messrs. Leader, Plunkett, & 
Leader, were a firm of London solicitors, having branch offices at 
Berlin, and were customers of the defendants’ head office. On the 
declaration of war they had a balance of some thousands of marks to 
their credit, and their efforts to obtain payment from the head office 
were unsuccessful. On 2/th August they issued a writ for the amount, 
and served it upon the defendants’ London branch. The action was 
tried before Scrutton, J., who gave judgment for the plaintiffs for 
£427 (see 59 Soticrrors’ JourNAL, 147). Since the outbreak of the war 
the business of the London branch had been carried on under a licence 
by the Secretary of State in exercise of powers vested in him by the 
Aliens Restriction Act, 1914. The terms of the licence were :—(1) The 
permission shall extend only to the completion of the transactions of 4 
banking character entered into before 5th August, 1914, so far as those 
transactions would in ordinary course have been carried out through or 
with thé London establishments. (2) The business to be transacted 
under this permission shall be limited to such operations as may be 
necessary for making the realizable assets of the bank available for 
meeting its liabilities and for discharging those liabilities as far a» may 
be practicable. (3) All transactions carried out under this permission 
shall be subject to the supervision and control of a person to be 
appointed for the purpose by the Treasury, who shall have absolute 
discretion : (a) to refuse to permit any payment that may appear 
him to be contrary to the interest of the nation; (b) to permit any such 
new transactions as are in his opinion necessary or desirable for the 
purpose of the completion of the transactions first mentioned in para- 
graph 1; (c) to permit or to refuse to permit the completion of any par 
ticular transaction whatsover. (4) Any assets of the bank’s which may 
remain undistributed after their liabilities have, so far as possible in 
the circumstances, been discharged, shall be deposited with the Bank 
of England to the order of the Treasury. An application to the Home 
Office that the judgment might be satisfied out of funds lodged at the 
Bank of England under tue terms of the licence having been refused, 
the plaintiffs levied execution on the goods of the bank in London, 
and the defendants thereupon took out a summons for an order to set 
aside proceedings under the writ of fi. fa. The summons came on 
before Ridley, J., in chambers, and was dismissed. The defendants 
now appealed. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., in giving judgment, said the plaintiff was 
entitled to satisfy the judgment unless the right had been taken away 
by recent legislation. He thought that it had. By the Alien Restric 
tion Consolidation Order, 1914, the licence for carrying on business 
might be subject to such restrictions as the Secretary of State might 
direct. By the licence under which the defendants, a German bank, 
were now carrying on business for the purpose of closing transactions 


entered into in London before the war, any assets which might remaint 
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undistributed after such liabilities had been met were to be deposited 
with the Bank of England to the order of the Treasury. In his view 
this was inconsistent with the plaintiff's right to seize the assets of 
the bank to satisfy the judgment. The judgment could not be com 
plained of and would stand. So would the writ. But all proceedings 
would be delayed so far as they regarded the assets of the defendant 
bank under the supervision of the Controller or any other person 
appointed by the Treasury ; and the sheriff would accordingly be with 
drawn from the possession of the assets. 

Puutmore and Bankes, L.JJ., gave judgment to the like effect.— 
Counset, for the appellants, Upjohn, K.C., and Lilley; for the 
respondents, MacKinnon, K.C., and W. Warren. Soxicrrors, Rehder 
& Higgs; Leader, Plunkett, & Leeder. 

(Reported by Ersxrxe Rerp, Barrister-at-Law ] 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
IN PRIZE. 
“THE IOLO.” Sir Samuel Evans, P. 7th June 


Prize Law—Bririsn VesseL—Suirvowners’ Ricur To FREIGHT ON 
Carco—SeizureE as Prize Berore Reacuinc Porr or Destination 
SuBSEQUENT RELEASE. 

In the Prize Court shipowners have a right to have some freight on 
cargo which has been seized as prize before reaching its port of destinu 
tion, hut which has heen subsequently released. 

The Friends (dw. 346) considered. 

The quantum of freight is to be decided on the principles laid down in 
The Juno (59 Soxicrrors’ JourNaL, 251). 

The Corsican Prince (59 Soticrrors’ JournaL, 317) affirmed. 


This was a summons adjourned into Court for legal argument on 
the question of the right of a shipowner to have freight on cargo 
which had been seized as prize before it had reached its port of destina 
tion, but which had been subsequently released. The facts and the 
arguments are sufficiently indicated in the judgment. 

Sir Samuet Evans, P., in the course of his judgment said : The sub 
stantial question to be determined is whether the Russian Bank is 
entitled to the whole of the proceeds of the sale of certain cargo, 
originally seized as prize, without any deduction in respect of freight 
or other charges claimed by the shipowners. Zhe Jolo was a British 
vessel. She started before the war from Nicolaieff on a voyage to Ham 
burg laden with cargoes destined for Hamburg and for German con- 
signees. Part of the cargo consisted of two parcels of barley, one of 
30,280 poods, and the other of 156,580 poods, which were claimed in 
these proceedings by the Russian Bank. While the ship was on her 
Voyage war was declared. The shipowners apprised the British 
Admiralty of her movements, and the Admiralty advised that the ship 
should go to Falmouth. This advice was communicated to her as she 
was passing Gibraltar. Before she reached the Lizard she was directed 
to go to Barry Dock, and she arrived there on 19th August. On her 
arrival her cargo was seized as prize by the Customs authorities, acting 
for the Procurator-General of the Crown, On August 3lst the writ in 
these proceedings was issued against the owners of the goods laden in 
the vessel, including the portion afterwards claimed by the Russian 
Bank. On 2nd September, by the order of that Court, the Marshal was 
authorized to sell the cargo. The proceeds of sale were paid into 
Court. On 4th September an appearance was entered on behalf of the 
Russian Bank claiming as owners of the 186,860 poods. Shortly after 
the seizure the Marshal had given to the shipowners the following 
undertaking :—‘‘ I undertake to pay you on the completion of the dis 
charge of the cargo the amount of the ascertained freight and charges 
on the out-turn in the terms of the charterparty and bills of lading.”’ 
In accordance with that the Marshal had already paid the shipowners 
£1,750 on account. Later, the shipowners delivered particulars of their 
claim in respect of the whole cargo, which, summarized, was as follows : 
(1) Freight as per C/P £2,118 6s. 9d.; (2) charges at Barry, 
£119 14s. 4d.; and (3) claim for detention or loss of time, £1,080 
Roughly speaking, rather more than half of that claim, if allowed, 
would fall upon the portion of the cargo claimed by the Russian Bank 
Later in the proceedings by consent of the Procurator-General orders 
were made authorizing the Marshal to pay out to the solicitors for the 
Russian Bank the net proceeds of sale of the 30.280 and 156,580 poods 
of barley less certain sums which were retained until the question of 
freight and expenses was decided. Pursuant to such order two sums of 
£2,500 and £11,000 were paid to the Russian Bank out of the proceeds 
of the sale of the cargo, leaving in Court about £1,500 until the ques 
tions now in dispute were determined. Counsel for the Bank con 
tended that they were entitled to be paid out the balance of the pro 
ceeds of the sale of the barley in full, without any deduction for 
freight or any other charges. The foundation of his contention was 
that in law the contract between the shipewners and the Bank, as 
owners of cargo, had come to an end, because the goods were not 
delivered at Hamburg in accordance with the contract contained in the 
bill of lading, and that the shipowners were not legally entitled to 


the Russian Bank that his clients were in the position of abso- 
lute owners of the cargo entitled to say that the seizure was 
wrongful, whereas they had accepted the release of the net pro- 
ceeds upon the terms of the indemnity, which shewed that the 
arrangement was a compromise, and that it was by no means admitted 
that the Russian Bank were entitled as of right to the cargo or its 
proceeds And after referring to The Corsican Prince (Supra), his 
lordship continued : I need hardly say that according to the rules and 
practice of this Court the Marshal rightly acted when he undertook 
to pay to the shipowners the ‘‘ascertained’’ freight and charges, by 
which I think was meant the proper amount of freight and charges to 
be ascertained by a reference to the Registrar and merchants, in accord 
ance with the principles which have been laid down for the purpose. 
These payments have in part been made, and will at the end be made 
in full out of the proceeds in Court ; and are covered by the wide words 
of the indemnity. Upon the facts I am of opinion that the Russian 
Bank are not entitled to be paid in full without any reduction for 
freight and expense: His lordship then proceeded to deal with the 
legal aspect of the case, which he said was of general importance, and 
after further referring to The Corsican Prince (supra) and also to The 
Juno (supra), and particularly to The Friends (Edw. 346), where the 
question which the Court had to decide was what freight was due in the 
circumstances, and, after quoting from the judgment there of Lord 
Stowell, he continued : In the case which now calls for decision the 
cargo was seized as prize; and its proceeds were paid into Court to be 
dealt with in the prize proceedings. I have pointed out that, according 
to the authorities and practice of the Court of Prize, the jurisdiction 
of the Court to deal with freight is not affected by the release of the 
cargo—even if it had been released upon the decision of the Court that 
it had been wrongfully seized ; which was not the case in relation to 
this cargo. According to the common law the contract of affreight- 
ment came to an end immediately it became illegal because of the war 
to proceed to carry the goods to their German destination; and in a 
Court of common law no freight could be recovered under the contract 
which had so come to an end See St. Enoch Shipping Company 
(Limited) v. The Phosphate Mining Company (1915, W. N. 197; ante, 
p. 491), where Rowlatt, J., decided that no payment could be recovered 
by the shipowners for the carriage of cargoes of cotton, copper, phos 

phate, and wheat from South America, which were destined for Ham 

burg, but which Were diverted to Manchester. It must be noted that 

although the cargoes were in some way detained by the Customs 
authorities, no proceedings in prize were taken. The cargoes were 
given back as if they never had been interfered with by the Customs 
authorities, and the case was dealt with upon the footing that no seizure 
as prize was ever effected. I may be allowed to point out that the 
decision in that case, although I doubt not it was given in accordance 
with the law of contract. mimht fairly be considered commercially as 
producing a hardship to the shipowners) On the other hand, it is satis 

factory to note that, if my view of the doctrines to be applied in such 
cases when they come before the Prize Court is correct, a more equit 

able adjustment can be made, which balances fairly the rights of the 
parties, where the contract which has been ended no longer regulates 
them. In my judgment the application of the Russian Bank for pay 

ment of the proceeds in full without any deduction for freight or 
charges fails, and I dismiss their summons with costs. Counsel for the 
shipowner did not coritend in these proceedings that they were entitled 
to the full freight as the contract freight. In one sense it was not 
necessary vron this application to argue that point. But T do not 

annrehend that it is desired to argue it further And so it may be 
convenient now to order that itbe referred to the Registrar and mer 
chants to ascertain the amount due for freight or charges in respect of 
all the cargoes upon the principles laid down in the judgment of this 
Court in The Juno.—Counser, PR. A. Wright for the Russian Bank for 
Foreign Trade; Roche, K.C., and W. N. Raeburn for the shipowners : 
iT Stranger for the Procurator-General. Sonicrrors, Coward & 
Hawksley, Sons, & Chance; Botterill d& Roche; The Treasury Solicitor. 

(Reported by L. M. Mar. Barrister-at-l.aw_] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS 
Court of Appeal. 


ASSOCIATED NEWSPAPERS (LIM.) AND OTHERS r+. LONDON 
(CITY) CORPORATION, No. 2. 10th, llth ard 12th May. 


Loca, GOVERNMENT—Rates (LONDON)—GENERAL Rate—CoOnsoLipATED 
Rate—Poritce Rate—New Rates anp ASSESSMENTS Since 1767 
‘* FREE FROM ALL TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS WHATSOEVER ’’—7 Geo. 3, 
c. 37, s. 51—Crry or Lonpon Porice Act, 1837 (2 & 3 Vict. c. xerv.) 
-Crry or Lonpon Sewers Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. cixim.)—Crrty 
or Lonpon (Cewrrat Criminat Court Hovse) Act, 1904 (4 Ep. 7, 
c. xcm1.)—Crty or Lonpon (Unton or Parisnes) Act, 1907 (7 Ep. 7, 
Cc. CXL.) 


The — were occupiers of premises built on land within the 


area reclaimed from the river Thames, and exe mpted from “all taxes 
and assesaments whatsoever’ by the Act of 7 Geo. 3, ¢. 37. They were 





tecover the freight or any part of it, or to any lien for it, or to any 
allowance in resnect of it. It was assumed by counsel for 


rated to the general rate levied by the respondents, and on a case stated 
by quarter sessions, the Divisional Court held that, as to so much of 
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the rate aa waa made jor expenses in respect of peving, cleansing, &c., 
and sanitary charges other than those of sewerage and drainage, the 
appellants were liable, but that as to so much of the rate as was made 
for expenses in respect of police, as it was a rate for purposes existing 
at the date of the statute 7 Geo. 3, c. 37, the appellants were not liable. 

The appellants appealed on the first point, the respondents on the 
second 

Held, that the decision of the Divisional Court was right on the first 
point but wrong on the second point, inasmuch as the police rate, as now 
existing, was in effect a new rate, and the appellants therefore were not 
exe mopt. 

Decision of Divisional Court (1914, 2 X. B. 822, 12 L. G. R. 426, 
83 L. J. K. B. 988) varied. 

Appeal and cross-appeal from a judgment of a Divisional Court on 
a case stated for the opinion of the court pursuant to section 11 of the 
Quarter Sessions Act, 1849. Land was reclaimed from the river Thames 
on which the appellants’ premises now stand in the reign of George III., 
and by a statute passed in 1767 all the reclaimed area was to be “‘ free 
from all taxes and assessments whatsoever.’’ The effect of that exemp 
tion has been considered in various cases decided since the decision was 
given in Sion College v. London Corporation (1901, 1 K. B. 617), and 
in the present case the question was whether the exemption applied, 
ind if so, how far, to the general rate so far as regarded purposes 
not included under sewerage and drainage or ward expenses for the 
purposes of raising moneys required by the respondents for the follow 
ing purposes : (1) Expenses of paving, cleansing, lighting improvements 
ind sanitary charges other than those of sewerage or drainage; (2) 
expenses under the City of London (Central Criminal Court House) 
Act, 1904; (3) expenses in respect of police; and (4) other expenses 
of the Common Council not payable out of the poor rate. With the 
exception of the expenses in respect of the police, the whole of the 
said expenses fell upon the consolidated rate created by the City of 
London Sewers Act, 1848. The police rate was raised under the pro- 
visions of the City of London Police Act, 1839 (and other amending 
Acts), which were passed to repeal 10 Geo. 2, c. 22, and to render 
still more effective a system of police which had been established to 
take the place of the old nightly watch. By the City of London (Union 
of Parishes) Act, 1907, s. 15, the sewer rate, consolidated rate, and 
police rate were to be assessed, made, levied, and collected as one 
rate, to be termed the general rate. The «Divisional Court 
held (a) that as to so much of the rate as was made for the 
expenses of paving, cleaning, lighting, etc., the appellants were liable ; 
but (b) that as to so much of the rate as was made for expenses in 
respect of the police, that being a rate for purposes existing at the 
date of the statute of 7 Geo. 3, c. 37, the premises in question were 
exempted and the appellants were not liable. As to the decision (a) 
the appellants appealed ; as to the decision (b) the respondents appealed. 

Held, that the decision of the Divisional Court was right as to (a) 
but wrong as to (b), as in the opinion of the Court the rate for police 
expenses was in effect a new rate, and therefore not within the exemp- 
tion from given by the Act of 1767. Accord- 
ingly the appeal was dismissed, and the cross-appeal allowed.—Covunset, 
for the appellants, Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., Macmorran, K.C., and 
for the respondents, Care, K.C.. Ryde, K.C., and Boydell 
Sorrerrors, W. FB. Hart; Sir Homewood Crawford. — 

[Reportel by Ersxrve Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


‘taxes and assessments ”’ 


Koanstam: 


Hough ton 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re BURGESS’ POLICY. LEE rv. SCOTTISH UNION AND NATIONAL 
INSURANCE CO, Eve, J. i3th May. 
Insvrance—-Marriep Woman—Potricy ror Benerir or CHILDREN 

Errect or—Marriep Women’s Property Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict 

c. 93), s. 10. . , 

On 2nd Auquat, 1872, a married woman oaecees a policy of insurance 
on her own [ife the benefit of her children. By her will she 
bequeathed the policy moneys to her four daughters equally. She 
vived her hu hand and died in November, 1914, leaving four daughte Ta 
and five sons, all of whom were born before the date of the policy. 

Held, that the teatatriz had no power, under the Married Women’s 
Py yperty Act, 1870, «. 10, to take for the henefit of 
her children, and that the four daughters were entitled to the policy 
moneys aa legatees under the will 


for 


aur- 


out 


a policy 


This was an adjourned summons asking who were entitled to certain 
policy moneys. On 2nd August, 1872, Mary Ellen Burgess, who was 
married in 1850, effected with the defendant company, then styled the 
Scottish Union Insurance Co., a policy of insurance on her own life for 
£500 with profits. The policy contained the following recital : 
**Whereas M. E. Burgess, the wife of J. Burgess, being desirous to 
effect an insurance on her own life in terms of the provisions of the 
Married Women’s Propert » Act, 1870, for the benefit of her children 
for the whole term thereof to the extent of £500-sterling’’: and the 
policy proceeded to charge the funds of the company with the pay- 
ment to the party or parties entitled thereto of the policy moneys. 
Mrs. Burgess was referred to in the policy as the assured, and pro- 
vision was made for payment by her executors of the premium in the 
event of her death within thirty days after the day for payment. The 
husband died in January, 1901. By her will, dated 28th August, 1913, 


the widow, after appointing the plaintiffs executors and trustees 





thereof, bequeathed the policy and policy moneys to her four daughters 
in equal shares. The testatrix died in November, 1914, leaving fou 
daughters and five sons her surviving, all of whom were born before 
the date of the policy. This summons was taken out by the executors, 
asking whether they ought to hold the policy moneys as part of the 
estate of the testatrix and for the persons to whom they were be. 
queathed by her will. It was contended on behalf of the plaintiffs and 
the four daughters that when the policy was effected a married woman 
had no power to effect a policy on her life for the benefit of her chil. 
dren, as the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, had not been passed, 
and they claimed the policy moneys as part of the general estate, and 
as passing under the will to the four daughters. On behalf of the 
five sons it was argued that the policy created an executed trust in 
favour of the nine children. 

Eve, J., said the policy was effected in March, 1872, under section 10 
of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1870. Under that Act the 
testatrix had power to effect a policy of insurance on her life for the 
benefit of her separate estate, but that Act gave her no such power as 
she affected to possess of taking out a policy for the benefit of her 
children. The question was: What was the true construction of the 
policy, which had to be considered apart from the Act of 1882’ He 
thought that’ the matter was concluded by the case of Cleaver v. Mutual 
Reserve Fund Life Association (1892, 1 Q. B. 147, 151), from which it 
seemed clear that the nine children were not cestuis que trust. The 
contract was with the testatrix, who retained control of the policy, and 
to her estate alone the policy moneys belonged, and when paid would 
go, not to the children referred to in the policy, but to the four 
daughters, as legatees under the will.—Counser, 7. K. Nuttall: E 
Ackroyd ; Courthope Wilson. Sowtcrrors, Gregson & Sharman, Liver 
pool, for Lee & Sharman, Whitchurch, Salop; Gibson d& Weldon, for 
Henry Lee, Bygott, & Eccleston, Whitchurch, Salen. 

(Reported by 8. E. Witttams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 


Sir Samuel Evans, P. 


“THE SIMLA.” 10th May 


Prize Law—Postat Packet—From German Cotonists—To Ger) 
In German Surp—Parcen Post—Hacue CONVENTIONS, 

No. XI.—Extent or Exemption. 

Article 1 of the Hague Conventions 
ere mpting postal corre spondence jJrom capture . 
post. 

The Crown claimed in this case the condemnation of some par 
elephants’ tusks and other curios which had been sent on board the 
German steamship Emir by German colonists in East Africa, consigned 
to Germans in Germany. The Emir had been captured at Gibraltar, 
and the goods had been sent on in 7'he Simla and seized in the Port of 
London. Article 1 of the Hague Convention, Number XI., exempted 
postal correspondence from capture, but did not apply to parcel post 
Counsel for the Procurator-General craved leave to incorporate in his 
arguments the remarks on this subject in Oppenheim on International 
Law, Vol. II., 1906, ‘“‘ War,’ p. 237, and Westlake’s Treatise on Inter 
national Law, Vol. I[., 1905, fourth edition, at p. 185. 

Sir Samvet Evans, P., after stating the facts, said: No one 
claims that these parcel packets are inviolable. There is no 
ance. I condemn tnem.—Counset, Murphy. Sortcrror, The Treasury 
Solicitor. 


1907, XJ 


Number 


does not apply to pare 


eis 0 


} 
nere 


ippear 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-»t-Law.] 


‘“STHE FELICIANA.” 26th April. 

Prize Law—Britisnh STeEAMER—CaRGO SOLp By NEUTRALS 

Enemy—Srorpace in TRansttu—‘‘ DeemMep TO BE INSOLVENT SALt 

or Goons Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 71), ss. 44, 62, suB-secrion (3 

Semble, the failure of an alten enemy firm to meet their acceptances 
given for the price of goods shipped to such alien enemy firm by a neutral 
in a British ship does not constitute insolvency, so az to give the neutral 
a right of stoppage in transitu. Jt is very doubtful whether the act 
of declining to pay an acceptance through bankers because of the ou 
break of war could be interpreted as ceasing to pay debts in the ordinary 
course of business, 80 as to give the right to say that the. firm coud be 
** deemed to be insolvent’’ within the meaning of section 62, sub 
3, of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893. 


The Crown claimed condemnation of cargo sold by neutrals to an 
alien enemy shipped on a British ship and seized in the London Docks 
in September. The neutrals claimed that they had exercised a right 0! 
stoppage in transitu, and that the goods had reverted to them. There 
were also mortgagees, who were granted an extension of time for 
appealing till after the hearing of the appeal in The Odessa. 

Sir Samvet Evans, P., after stating tne facts, said : The only ground 
now put forward by the claimants is that, by reason of the failure ot 
the alien enemy firm to meet their acceptances given for the price of the 
goods, and by reason of the insolvency of the said alien enemy firm 
before the seizure of the goods, the clammants had exercised their right 
of stoppage in transitu, and that the property in the goods had there 
fore reverted to them. They argued that the notice of stoppage '™ 
transitu had been given before seizure, and that under section 62, sub- 
section 3 of the Sale of Goods Act the alien enemy firm must be dee med 
to be insolvent, as they had ceased ta pay their debts in the ordinary 


Sir Samuel Evans, P. 
ALIEN 


, 
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ha t 
iness. On the first point it is quite true that various steps 
gtd = the Customs officers on behalf of the Procurator-General 
before the final act of taking possession of the goods, but as I have 
inted out before, the act of seizure was the first act. The evidence 
is that the goods were detained on 2nd September, and that on the llth 
it was determined to bring the cargo into the Prize Court. It was not 
until 15th September that the solicitor for the claimants put forward to 
the collector of customs the notice of stoppage relied on. 
dispose of the case, but I should like to add that I should require much 


argument to convince me that people who declined to pay an accept- | 
ance, through bankers, because of the outbreak of war, had ceased to | 
ebts in the ordinary course of business, and could be | 
within the meaning of section 62, sub-section | 


pay their ; 
*‘ deemed to be insolvent ”’ 


3 of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893. I accordingly condemn the goods.— 


Counset, Mackinnon, K.C., and Disney ; Maddocks ; J. H. Stranger, for | 


Alfred Bucknill (on H.M.S.). Sottcrrors, The Treasury Solicitor; 
Cardew Smith; B. F. Turner & Sons. 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 





Court of Criminal Appeal. 


REX v. GRUB. 19th April; 10th May. 


Cama, LAw~FRaAvupULENT CONVERSION—PROPERTY ENTRUSTED FOB 
Speciric Purpose—Prorerty Recetvep oN ACCOUNT OF ANOTHER— 
Property ENTRUSTED TO AND Recetvep By a ComPpaANY—CONVERTED 
gy Person CONTROLLING AND Directinc CompaNny—Larceny ACT, 
1901 (1 Ep. 7, c. 10), s. 1. 


A person who directs and controls the affairs of a company is guilty 
of an offence under the Larceny Act, 1901, s. 1, if he fraudulently con- 
rerts money entrusted to the company for a specific greets, although 
the sender never intended to entrust the money to him, and did not 
even know of his existence. If the accused has obtained or assumed the 
control of the property of another person under circumstances whereby 
he becomes entrusted, or whereby hia receipt becomes a receipt, for or 
on account of another person, and fraudulently converts it or the 
proceeds, he has committed an offence within the section, whether the 
property was conve rted to the use and benefit of the company or to his 
own use and benefit. 


Appeal against conviction. The appellant was convicted under the 
Larceny Act, 1901, of fraudulent conversion of property. He had 
formed in August, 1912, a limited company to carry on the business of 
stock and share brokers. He was one of two directors and, according 
to the evidence, no business was conducted except under his instructions, 


and the dealings of the company took place under his sole direction and | 


exclusive control. In November, 1913, he ceased to be a director, but 
continued to exercise the same control over the business as before. 
Money was sent to the company in three instances by clients for the 
purchase of particular shares; in a fourth case certificates and transfers 
of certain shares were sent to the company with instructions to sell and 
purchase other shares. No shares were purchased, and the money and 
the shares were fraudulently converted by the appellant, false entries 
being made in the books of the company. It was contended on his 
behalf that the money and shares had not been entrusted to him, but 
to the company, which was a separate legal entity, and that, therefore, 
the conviction could not be supported. The case came before the Court 
(Lord Reapinc, L.C.J., Lusn and Low, JJ.) on 22nd March, when, 
on account of its importance and difficulty, it was ordered to be re- 
argued before a court of five judges. Cur. adv. vult. 

Lord Reapinc, L.C.J., delivered the judgment of the Court (Avory, 
Lusu, BamHacuHe and SHearman, JJ., with him) as follows: The 
appellant appeals to this Court to quash the conviction on the ground 
that, as a matter of law, there was no evidence to support the verdict. 
If there had been no company in existence there is no doubt that, if 
there was evidence that the property had been entrusted to, or received 
by, the appellant, there would have been ample evidence to support 
the conviction. But it is strenuously contended that the property was 
in fact and in law entrusted to, or received by, the company, and not 
to or by the appellant. It is not in dispute that the moneys were 
fraudulently converted, but the appellant says they were fraudulently 
converted by the company and not by him. The company, it is said, 
was duly formed and incorporated under the Companies Act, and, there- 
fore, was a legal entity—a person : see Salomon v. Salomon (45 W. R. 
195 ; 1897, A. C. 22). It is contended that the owner of the property 
intended in each case to entrust it to the company and not to the 
appellant, and that the property was in fact received by the company 
and not by the appellant; that, as the property came into the posses- 
sion of the company, and the moneys were paid into the banking account 
of the company, and were entered in the books of the company and were 
applied to the use and for the benefit of the company, the appellant 
could not be convicted of any offence under the statute. The question 
raised is of general importance, for if the appellant's contention is right, 
it would follow that by the interposition of a duly formed company as 
the person entrusted wth the property or by whom it is received, no 
person could be convicted of offences ynder the Larceny Act, 1901, and 
indeed of any offence against the criminal law, notwithstanding the 
undoubted fraudulent conversion of the property, since the company 
cannot be indicted and sent to prison. Section 1 of the Larceny Act, 
1901, was passed for the purpose of meeting technical difficulties which 
had arisen in proving offences under sections 75 and 76 of the Larceny 


That would | 
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Act, 1861, and was substituted for these sections. The first point to 
be decided in this case is whether there was evidence that the appellant 
was “ entrusted "’ with the property in question, or whether he received 
it for or on account of any other person Irhis Court has no doubt that 
if the appellant was entrusted with the property, or if he received 
it, there was evidence that he fraudulently converted it to his own use 
or benefit. In the opinion of this Court a person may be entrusted with 
property or may receive it for or on account of another person within 
the meaning of this section, notwithstanding that the property is not 
delivered to him directly by the owner, and that in fact the owner does 
not know of his existence, and has no intention of entrusting the property 
to him. If the accused has obtained or assumed the control of the 
property of another person under circumstances whereby he becomes 
entrusted, or whereby his receipt becomes a receipt for or on account 
of another person, and fraudulently converts it or the proceeds, then 
he has committed an offence within the section. For the purpose of 
determining whether the offence has been committed, the words ** being 
entrusted ’’ should not be read as being limited to the moment of the 
sending or delivering of the property by the owner, but may cover any 
subsequent period during which a person becomes entrusted with the 
property. Equally the words ‘‘ having received ’’ may cover.the receipt 
at any time by a person who receives the property for or on account of 
another. There cannot, however, be a fraudulent conversion without 
an intend to defraud. A company has no mind and cannot have an 
intention; if the person directing and controlling the affairs of the 
company, and by whose instructions the property has passed into the 
possession of the company and has been converted, intended to convert 
it fraudulently, he would be guilty of an offence, whether the property 
was fraudulently converted to the use and benefit of the company or to 
his own use and benefit. If he did the acts with an intend to defraud, 
it would not be an answer to prove that he did them as the agent or 
servant of another person, whether a company or an Individual. More 
over, if the company was used by his directions as the instrument, so 
as to enable him in the name of the company to become possessed of 
the property, and by means of the company to convert it fraudulently 
to his own use and benefit, he would be guilty of an offence under this 
statute. The Court is of opinion that there was ample evidence to 
support the conviction of the appellant in respect of all the charges. 
Whether the transactions are regarded as those of the company directed 
and controlled by the appellant as the agent of the company, or whether 
they are regarded as the transactions of the appellant using the company 
as the instrument to carry them out, there is abundant evidence that, 
although the property was sent to the company, the appellant obtained 
or assumed exclusive control over the property in question, and that 
it was fraudulently converted by his directions. There was, therefore, 
evidence to support the conviction, and the appeal must be dismissed.— 
Counset : Hawke, K.C., and Horace Benalan Sir Stanley O. Buck- 
master, 8.-G., Bodkin, Branson, Ceci Whiteley and Montaque SAveor- 
man. SoLicirors, Good, Good, & ; The Director of Public Prose- 
cutione, 


Co 


! 4. L B. Taesicer, Barrieter-at-Law 


The Times New York correspondent, with reference to the Steel Cor 
poration case, says :—‘* While important as giving the Steel Corporation 
a clean bill and declaring tnat the mere size of any combination does not 
constitute a monopoly in violation of the Sherman law, the Federal Court 
decision will have, it is a far-reaching beneficial effect on 
trade, industry and finance. The fact that the Government was beaten 
on all points and that the Court was unanimous has created a strong 
impression that the corporation will win, should the Government appeal, 
as seems likely; furthermore, it will be a year at least before a final 
decision can be given by the United States Supreme Court. The out 
come of the Steel suit is everywhere considered as favourable to con 
structive development and regarded, as the New York Sun says, as a 
‘great triumph for honest business management and the vindication 
of the morality of large affairs.’ ”’ 


believed, 
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New Orders, &c. 


New Statute. 


On 4th June the Royal Assent was given to the following Statute : 
Re-election of Ministers Act, 1915. 

On the 9th inst. the Royal Assent was given to the following statute : 
The Ministry of Munitions Act. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 4th June contains the following : 

1. An Order in Council, dated 2nd June, further amending the Pro 
clamation of 3rd February, 1915, prohibiting the exportation from the 
United Kingdom of certain warlike stores. The Proclamation of 3rd 
February is printed in the Manual of Emergency Legislation, Supplement 
No. 3, pp. 382 et seq., and also the various Orders in Council varying the 
Proclamation up to that of 26th April. An alphabetical list of goods 
prohibited for exportation is given in Appendix A, at pp. 579 et seq. of 
the same volume. A subsequent amending order of 20th May was 
printed ante, p. 512. The order of 2nd June is somewhat long, and is 
not of a nature to require reproduction here; but it may be noticed that 
it gives a new list of goods under the heading ‘‘ Forage and Food for 
Animals,”’ the exportation of which is prohibited to all destinations ; 
and it adds to the list of goods so prohibited ‘‘ Oats, wheat, wheat flour, 
and wheat meal Hitherto the exportation of these has only been 
prohibited to destinations abroad other than British possessions and 
protectorates. The prohibition of the exportation of certain maps and 
plans in the Order of 20th May (ante, p. 512) is amended by altering the 
smallest prohibited scale from ‘‘ four inches to the mile ’’ to ‘‘ four miles 
to one inch.’’ Probably the former expression was a clerical error. 

2. An Order in Council dated 2nd June (printed below), further 
amending the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914. 
Che Consolidated Regulations are printed ante, p. 108, and see Emer- 
gency Legislation, Supplement No. 2, p. 104. The previous amending 
Orders are dated 25rd March, 13th April, and 29th April (ante, pp. 368, 
414, 458; Emergency Legislation, Supplement No. 3, pp. 330, 338, 339) 
All these regulations are given in consolidated form in the same Supple 
ment, Appendix B 

3. An Order in Council dated 27th May, extending to the Isle of Man, 
vith certain adaptations, the Defence of the Realm (Amendment) Act, 
1915, and the Defence of the Realm (Amendment) No. 2 Act, 1915, and 
the Regulations of 23rd March, amending the Defence of the Realm 
Consolidation) Regulations, 1914 

4. A notice, dated lst June (printed below), declaring a blockade of 
the coast of Asia Minor, commencing at noon on 2nd June. 

5. A notice, dated 3lst May (printed below), of a blockade by Italy of 
certain coasts of Austria-Hungary and Albania. . 4 

6. Notices to Mariners as follows :— 

(1) relating to Ireland, south coast, dated 31st May ; 
(2) relating to the North Sea, River Thames, and 
Channel, dated 2nd June. 


English 


ORDER IN COUNCIL, 
Defence of the Realm Regulations. 


Whereas by an Order in Council, dated the twenty-eighth day of 
November, nineteen hundred and fourteen, His Majesty was pleased t 
make Regulations (called the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) 
Regulations, 1914) under the Defence of the Realm Consolidation Act, 
1914, for securing the public safety and the defence of the Realm : 

And whereas the said Act has been amended by the Defence of the 
tealm (Amendment) Act, 1915, and the Defence of the Realm (Amend 
ment) No. 2 Act, 1915: 

And whereas the said Regulations have been amended by Orders in 
Council, dated the twenty-third day of March, the thirteenth day of 
April, and the twenty-ninth day of April, nineteen hundred and fifteen : 

And whereas it is expedient further to amend the said Regulations in 
manner hereinafter appearing : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of His 
Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, that the following 
amendments be made in the said Regulations : 

1. After Regulation 38 the following Regulation shall be inserted : 

** 38a. If any vessel causes any injury by collision or otherwise to any 
ship belonging to or engaged in the service of His Majesty or to any 
person on board such ship, or is so navigated or managed as to cause 
danger of collision with any ship belonging to or engaged in the service 
of His Majesty, the master or other person in charge of the vessel shall 
be guilty of an offence against these regulations, unless it is shewn that 
such injury or danger of collision was not caused or contributed to by 
any failure on his part to keep or cause to be kept a proper lookout, or 
to observe or cause to be observed any of the regulations for preventing 
collisions at sea or any regulations relating to the navigation or mooring 
of ships in a harbour or the approaches thereto or any of these regula- 
tions, or to take or cause to be taken any precaution required by the 
ordinary practice of seamen or by the special circumstances of the case. 
But — Don’t ForGET 


It’s WAR-TIME, 


Tae Mippieskx Hospirat. 
Its RESPONSIBILITIES ARE GREAT AND Must Be Mert 





‘“‘ This regulation shall not apply to a vessel not being a British vessel 
where the injury or danger takes place on the high seas outside the 
territorial waters adjacent to the United Kingdom.” 

2. After Regulation 39 the following Regulation shall be inserted :— 

** 39a. If a seaman lawfully engaged in accordance with the Merchant 
Shipping Acts, 1894 to 1914, to serve on board any British ship belonging 
to or chartered or requisitioned by the Admiralty— 

(a) neglects or refuses without reasonable cause to join his ship, 
or to proceed to sea in his ship, or deserts or is absent without 
leave from his ship or from his duty at any time; or 

(4) joins his ship in a state of drunkenness so that the perform- 
ance of his duties or the navigation of his ship is thereby impeded ; 

he shall be guilty of an offence against these regulations; and the 
master, mate, or owner of the ship, or his agent, or any naval or military 
officer, or any superintendent as defined by the Merchant Shipping Acts, 
1894 to 1914, may, with or without the assistance of any police constable, 
convey on board his ship any seaman whom he has reason to believe to 
be guilty of an offence under paragraph (a) of this regulation, and 
police constables are hereby directed to give assistance if required 

‘The exercise of the powers conferred by this regulation shall not 
be subject to the restrictions imposed by the Merchant Shipping Acts, 
1894 to 1914, on the exercise of any similar powers conferred by those 
Acts.” 

3. At the end of Regulation 56, the following paragraph shall be 
inserted : 

** (13) Where a person is alleged to be guilty of an offence against 
these regulations which appears to the Director of Public Prosecutions 
in England, the Lord Advocate in Scotland, or the Attorney-General for 
Ireland in Ireland, to be a press offence as hereinafter defined, the case, 
instead of being referred to the competent naval or military authority, 
shall be referred to the Director of Public Prosecutions, the Lord Advo- 
cate, or the Attorney-General for Ireland, as the case may be, who shall 
investigate the case and determine whether or not the case is to be pro- 
ceeded with, and, if it is to be proceeded with, whether it is to be 
tried by a court of summary jurisdiction, or by a civil court with a jury, 
or, subject to the rights of the offender if a British subject under the 
Defence of the Realm (Amendment) Act, 1915, and to the consent of the 
Admiralty or Army Council, by court-martial. 

‘“‘ For the purposes of this provision ‘ press offence’ means the publica- 
tion or attempted publication, or communication or attempted communi- 
cation for publication, in any newspaper or other periodical, or any 
reprint of any part thereof, of any information, report, or statement 
in contravention of the provisions of these regulations, and where the 
person alleged to be guilty of such an offence is also alleged to be 
guilty of any other offence against these regulations in relation to the 
information so published or communicated, or attempted to be so pub 
lished or communicated, such other offence shall also be treated as a 
press offence. The decision of the Director of Public Prosecutions, the 
Lord Advocate, or the Attorney-General for Ireland, as to whether an 
alleged offence is a press offence or is to be treated as a press offence, 
shall be conclusive.”’ 


Notice of Blockade—Asia Minor. 
Foreign Office, 
June 1, 19 


His Majesty’s Government have decided to declare a blockade o 
coast of Asia Minor, commencing at noon on June 2nd. The area o 
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t 
blockade will extend from Latitude 37° 35’ N., to Latitude 40° 5’ N.., 


and will include the entrance to the Dardanelles. Seventy-two hours’ 
grace from the moment of the commencement of: the blockade will be 
given for the departure of neutral vessels from the blockaded area 

; 


Notice of Italian Blockade. 
Foreign Office, 
May 31, 1915 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs has received a telegram 
from His Majesty’s Ambassador at Rome stating that the Italian 
Jovernment have declared a blockade, commencing on May 26th, of the 
coast comprised within the limits described below :— 
1. Austro-Hungarian coast from Italian frontier on north to Monte- 
negrin frontier on south, including all islands, ports, bays, etc. 
2. Albanian coast from Montenegrin frontier on north to Aspri Ruga 
(Lat. 40° 9’ 36” N., Long. 19° 35’ 45” E.) inclusive on south. _ 
Friendly and neutral ships will be allowed a time limit to be fixed | 
Commander-in-Chief of Italian Naval Force for free exit from block 


aded zone. 


rv 


Emergency Statutes. 
The following are further Emergency Statutes (5 & 6 Geo. 5) :— 
CHAPTER 42. 


Defence of the Realm (Amendment) (No. 3) 
Act, 1915. 


An Act to extend the Defence of the Realm Consolidation Act, 1914 


[19th May, 1915 


Be it enacted, &c. . , Where it 
1. State control of liquor trade in certain areas. }—(1) of ue- 


appears to His Majesty that it is expedient for the purpose of the s 
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LIFE ANNUITIES AT LESS COST. 


Owing to the exceptional opportunity of investing 
in the highesteclass securities at favourable rates, 


THE 


ENTIAL ASSURANG 


COMPANY, LIMITED, 


will, until further notice, reduce the purchase price of 


LIFE ANNUITIES 
5 per cent. to 10 per cent. 


according to age. 
























































Quotations on application io 


Chief Office: HOLBORN BARS, LONDON. 
Annual Income :_ £17,000,000. Funds: £90,000,000. 
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cessful prosecution of the present war that the sale and supply of] as respects the restriction of the sale of intoxicating liquor are hereby 
intoxicating liquor in any area should be contvoiled by the State, on the! declared to have been duly made in accordance with those powers. 
ground that war material is being made or loaded or unloaded or dealt 2. Short title.|}—This Act may be cited as the Defence ot the Realm 
wit in transit in the area or tnat men belonging to His Majesty's Amendment) (No. 3) Act, 1915. 

naval or military forces are assembled in the area, His Majesty has | » 

power, by Order in Council, to define the area and to apply to the area | : - 

we reguiationg issued in pursuance of _, Act under tne Detence of CHAPTER 49, 

the Realm Consolidation Act, 1914 [5 Geo. 5, c. 8], and the re; guations | At my ( lransfers ) Act, 1915. 





so applied shall, subject to any provisions of the Urder or any amend 
ing Urder, take ‘effect in toat area during the continuance of the present | An Act to amend section eighty-three of the Army Act with respect to 
war and such period not exceeding twelve months thereafter as may| transfers during the present War 

be declared by Order in Council to be necessary in view of conditions 






[19th May, 1915. 







connected with the termination of the present war. Be it enacted, &c. , 

(2) His Majesty in Council has power to issue regulations under the} 1. ow transfer and } g.}-—-Wher r the purposes of the 
Defence of the Kealm Consolidation Act, 1914, to take effect in any! present war it is necessary in the interests of the efliciency of His 
area to which they are applied under this Act— Majesty's military forces to do so, a soldier belonging to the regular 

(a) for giving the prescribed Government authority, to the exclu | forces n 1y, notwithstanding anything in section eighty-three of the 
sion of any other person, the power of selling or supplying, or con-| Army Act, be transferred without his consent te any corps notwithstand 






| ing that that corps 18 not of the ame arm er branch of the service as 





trolling the sale or supply of, intoxicating liquor in the area, sub 







ject to any exceptions contained in the regulations ; and | the corps in which the soldier was pre viously serving : 

(6) for giving the prescribed Government autnority power to | Provided that where a soldier is under this section transferred with 
acquire, compulsorily or by agreement, and either for the period out his consent to a corps of an arm or branch of the service other than 
during which the regulations take effect, or permanentiy, any | that in which he is serving, he shall not by reason of such transfer 





pay or allowances of which he was in receipt at the 
» more advantageous 





licensed or other premises or business in the area, or any interest | be deprived of 
therein, so far as it appears necessary or expedient to do so for date of transfer should such pay and allowances be 
the purpose of giving proper effect to the control of tne liquor | tg him than the pay and alk wances of his rank in the corps to which he 
supply in the area; and ‘es transferred: 

(c) for enabling the prescribed Government authority, without Provided also that 60 soon as convenient after the conclusion of the 
any licence, to establish and maintain refreshment rooms for the present war any soldier transferred under the provisions of this Act 













supply of refreshments (including, if thougnt fit, the supply of | .),.)) if he so desire, be re-transferred to the corps in whica he was 
intoxicating liquor) to the general public or to any particular class | | wun at the time of the transfer 

of persons or to persons employed in any particular industry in the |g) gj ore pith: This Act may be cited as the Army (Transfers) Act, 
area; and : 1915. , : : 






(2) for making any modification or adjustment of the relations 
between persons “interested in licensed premises in the area which 







appears necessary or expedient in consequence of the regulations ; . 
ny , ’ Summer Assizes. 
(¢) generally, for giving effect to the transfer of the control of . : 
the liquor traffic in the area to the prescribed Government authority, Further Li t of days and places appointed lor holding the Summer 
and for modifying, so far as it appears necessary or expedient, the | Assizes, 1915 nets 
OXFORD CIRCUIT, 






provisions of the Acts relating to licensing or the sale of intoxi 
cating liquor in their application to the area. 

(3) Any regulations made before the passing of this Act 

powers conferred by any Act dealing wita the Defence of the Realm 


Mr. Justice Bray 
under the Mr. Justice Bailhache 
Saturday, 3rd July, at Stafford. 
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MIDLAND CIRCUIT. 
Mr. Justice Bailhache. 
Mr. Justice Shearman. 
Monday, 5th July, at Warwick. 
Saturday, 10th July, at Birmingham. 


Marlborough-street Police Court. 


The London Gazette of 4th June contains an Order in Council, dated 


27th May, moving the Marlborough-street Police Court, which has 


been temporarily held at Francis street, to the new building erected in 
Great Marlborough street. It will still be known as the Marlborough 
street Police Court. 


National Insurance Acts, 1911 to 1915. 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE. 
The Unemployment Insurance (Refunds to Employers) Regulations, 
1915. 

The Board of Trade, in exercise of their powers under section 91 
of the National Insurance Act, 1911, and in exercise of their powers 
under section 5 of the National Insurance (Part Il. Amendment) Act, 
1914, have made certain Regulations, which may be cited as the 
Unemployment Insurance (Refunds to Employers) Regulations, 1915, 
and which came into force on 26th May. ‘They are printed in the 
London Gazette of 4th June. 


Copyright. 
THE UNITED STATES AND ITALY, 
By rue Presipent or THe UNitep STATES OF AMERICA. 
A PROCLAMATION, 


Whereas it is provided by the Act of Congress of March 4, 1909, 
entitled ‘‘ An Act to amend and consolidate the Acts respecting copy 
right,’’ that the provisions of said Act, “ so far as they secure copyright 
controlling the parts of instruments serving to reproduce mechanically 
the musical work, shall include only compositions published and copy 
righted after this Act goes into effect, and shall not include the works 


of a foreign author or composer unless the foreign state or nation of | 


which such author or composer is a citizen or subject grants, either by 
treaty, convention, agreement, or law, to citizens of the United States 
similar rights "’ 

And whereas it is further provided that the copyright secured by the 
Act shall extend to the work of an author or proprietor who is a citizen 
or subject of a foreign state or nation, only upon certain conditions set 
forth in Section 8 of said Act, to wit: 

(a) When an alien author or proprietor shall be domiciled within the 
United States at the time of the first publication of his work ; or 

(b) When the foreign state or nation of which such author or pro 
prietor 1s a citizen or subject grants, either by treaty, convention, 
agreement, or law, to citizens of the United States the benefit of copy- 
right on substantially the same basis as to its own citizens, or copyright 
protection substantially equal to the protection secured to such foreign 
author under this Act or by treaty ; or when such foreign state or nation 
is a party to an international agreement which provides for reciprocity 
in the granting of copyright, by the terms of which agreement the 
United States may, at its pleasure, become a party thereto : 

And whereas it is also provided by said section that ‘‘ The existence 
of the reciprocal conditions pare shall be determined by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by proclamation made from time to time, as 
the purposes of this Act may require ”’ : 

And whereas satisfactory official assurance has been given that in 
Italy the law permits to citizens of the United States similar rights to 
those accorded in Section 1 (e) of the Act of March 4, 1909: : 

Now, therefore, 1, Woodrow Wilson, President of the United States 
of America, do declare and proclaim that one of the alternative condi 
tions specified in Sections 1 (e) and 8 (b) of the Act of March 4, 1909, 


Societies. 


The Law Society. 
NOTICE. 


The annual general meeting of the members of the Law Society will 
be held in the hall of the society on Friday, the 9th day of July next, 
at 2 p.m. 

The following are the names of the members of the Council retiring 
by rotation :—Mr. Botterell, Mr. Budd, Mr. Coley, Mr. Dowson, Mr, 
Garrett, Mr. Gregory, Mr. Martineau, Mr. Milne, Mr. Oldham, Mr, 
Winterbotham. 

So far as is known they will be nominated for re-election. 

There are three other vacancies caused by the retirement of Mr. Hills 
from practice, and by the disqualification through absence from the 
meetings of the Council of Sir Albert Rollit and Mr. F. Oddin Taylor, 

By Order, 
E. R. Coon, Secretary. 
Law Society's Hall, 3rd June 1915. 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The monthly meeting of the directors of this association was held at 
the Law Society's Hall on the 9th inst., Mr. Alfred Davenport in the 
chair, the other directors present being Messrs. F. E. F. Barham, 
W. C. Blandy (Reading), G. H. Bower, T. 5. Curtis, Thomas Dixon 
(Chelmsford), W. Dowson, W. E. Gillett, Charles Goddard, C. G. 
May, M. A. Tweedie, and W. Melmoth Walters. Grants to the amount 
of £460 were made to poor and deserving cases. Seven new members 
were admitted, and other general business transacted. 


The Union Society of London, 


A meeting of the Union Society of London was held at the Lecture 
Room, King’s Bench-walk, on Wednesday evening, Mr. Willson in 
the chair. Mr. Harry Geen moved: ‘‘ That the war has proved that 
religion has not influenced civilisation.’’ Mr. Coram opposed, and there 
also spoke Messrs. Counsell, Edison-Thomas, Harvey, Morden, and 
Willson. The motion was lost. 


Italy and the War. 


In the House of Commons on Monday, says the 7'imes, Mr. Asquith 
made the following statement :—Since the House adjourned at Whit- 
suntide a great event has taken place, which cannot be passed by with- 
out notice and welcome—the accession to the cause of the Allies of the 
kingdom of Italy. We in this country watched the formation of a 
united Italy with the keenest sympathy and with the most ardent 
hopes. We have followed its growing fortunes with the interest of 
sincere well-wishers. There has never during the last half-century, as 
the illustrious Prime Minister of Italy, Signor Salandra, reminds us, 
in a message he was recently good enough to address to me, been a 
shadow of discord between our two nations. Further, we recognise in 
Italy one of the custodians of the free traditions of Europe. She has 
not allowed the intelligence and spontaneity of her people to be fettered 
and hampered by the State; she has cultivated the worship of 
other and higher ideals than the reign of force. In virtue, therefore, 
both of our old and unbroken friendship and of her special title to join 
in the great emancipating task to which the Allies have set themselves, 
we warmly grasp her hand and we welcome her gallant sailors and 
soldiers as fellow-combatants in the struggle on which the liberties of 
| the world depend. 














| Treatment of German Submarine 
Prisoners. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday, Mr. Balfour, says the 
Times, speaking for the first time as First Lord of the Admiralty, 
said : I should like to inform the House that within the last few days 
a German submarine has been sunk, and of her crew six officers and 


now exists and is fulfilled, and since May 1, 1915, has been fulfilled in twenty-one men have been taken prisoners. As this raises again the 


respect to the subjects of Italy, and that the subjects of that country 
are entitled to all the benefits of Section 1 (e) of the said Act, including 
“ copyright controlling the parts of inatruments serving to reproduce 
mechanically the musical work,”’ in the case of all musical compositions 
by Italian composers which have been published since May 1, 1915, 
and have been duly registered for copyright in the United States. 
In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the 
seal of the United States to be affixed. P 
Done at the City of Washington this first day of May, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and fifteen and | 
[SEAL] of the Independence of the United States of America the one 
hundred and thirty-ninth. 
WOODROW WILSON. 


By the President : 
W. J. Bryan, 
Seerelary of State. 


question of the treatment of German submarine prisoners, in which the 
tiouse has shown considerable interest, it may be convenient if I make 
a short statement on the subject. 
It will be within the knowledge of the House from an answer given 
by my right hon. friend the Financial Secretary to the Admiralty on 
29th April that there is not, and for some weeks has not been, any sub 
stantial difference between the treatment of German submarine 
prisoners and other prisoners; of war. As there seems, however, to be 
some doubt in the public mind on this subject, I desire to say on 
behalf of the Government that arrangements are being made under 
which the treatment will be, not merely substantially, but absolutely, 
identical. This does not, I need scarcely say, indicate any change of 
opinion as to the character of the acts in which these prisoners have 


| been concerned. We hold, not merely that these practices are in 
| flagrant contradiction both with the letter and with the spirit of the 


laws of war, but they are in themselves mean, cowardly, and brutal. 
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It must, however, be remembered that submarine attacks on defence 
jess vessels are very far from being the only violation of law and 
humanity of which the Germans have been guilty. The Government 
are therefore of opinion that the submarine problem cannot be treated 
in isolation, and that the general question of personal responsibility 
shal] be reserved untal the end of the war. 

Mr. J. C. Wason asked whether means would be taken at once, by 
the courtesy of the American Embassy, to make this statement known 

to the German Government, so that there should no longer be any 
ites for the horrible treatment of the nineteen British “oficers who 
were now in solitary confinement. 

Mr. Balfour said he would make a point of communicating at once 
with the Foreign Office in order to carry out that suggestion. 








New Danish Constitution. 


The Copenhagen correspondent of the 7'imes says that on Sth June 
King Christian signed the new constitution law “wh ch abolishes the 
privileges of the most highly taxed voters and institutes woman 
suffrage A women’s thanksgiving procession that afternoon was 
received by the King. 

The Times appends to the message the following interesting note : 
The present system of suffrage for the Folkething (Lower House) gives 
every honest and independent man of thirty, who is not a private 
servant, one vote. Under the new Bill, which comes into force a year 
hence, the suffrage is extended to women and to servants. "The 
minimum age for voting is to be lowered gradually so that in the 
course of five election periods it will be twenty-five for both sexes. 

At present there are 114 constituencies, each returning one member 
to the Folkething by a simple majority. Under the new law there will 
be, in addition to done 114 members, a number, probably twenty-six, 
elected on a proportional system. The Landsthing (Upper House) con 
sists at present of sixty-six members. Of these fifty-four are elected 
by a most elaborate process by the people and twelve are appointed 

the King. The body of ordinary voters choose a certain number of 
electors, who, together with an equal number chosen by the most 
highly taxed voters in the towns and the 1,100 largest landowners in 
the country, finally elect the fifty-four. So great was the influence of 
these 1,100 large landowners, known as “born electors,”’ that they 
could control, in practice, about one-third of the fifty-four seats. It 
might easily happen that a ‘‘ born elector’’ in Jutland possessing a 
farm worth from £4,000 to £5,000, perhaps mortgaged up to the hilt, 
had more weight in the election than a Copenhagen merchant worth 
£100,000. 

This system will be abolished under the new constitutional law. 
There will no longer be different classes of voters, with the most 
highly taxed sharing twice in the process of choosing representatives 
first as ‘‘ ordinary ’’ voters and again as electors. The new Upper 
House will consist of seventy-two members, of whom fifty-four will be 
elected on an indirect but completely democratic proportional system, 
and eighteen will be chosen by the old Landsthing before its dis 
appearance in its old shape. The King will no longer appoint any 
members, but those already appointed will keep their seats for a few 
years more. Women will vote in the Landsthing elections as well as 
in those for the Folkething, and will be eligible to sit in both Houses. 
The Constitution now to come into force is, curiously enough, in essential 
respects a return to that of 1849, while at the same time an advance 
upon the present state of things. 


Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Society. 


Untverstry of Lonpon Law Srvupents’ Soctery.—At a meeting held 
on Tuesday, 8th June, 1915, at University College (Mr. A. A. Carreras 
in the chair), two papers were read, one by Miss Ashworth on ‘‘ Women 
and the Bar’’; the other by the hon. secretary, Mr. P. A. Wood, on 

“The Legal Position of the University of London Law Students’ 
Society.’’ The first gave rise to some discussion, in which Messrs. C. F. 
Inness, E. M. Duke, C. C. Gallagher, F. Bradbury, and 8. C. Isaacs 
took part. A motion ‘‘ That women should be « alled to the Bar’’ was 
carried by 2 votes. It was decided to abandon the ‘‘ Interlocutory 
Proceedings ' ’ fixed for- next Tuesday. The society will resume its 
meetings next October. 











Obituary. 
Mr. James F. Torr. 


Mr. James Fenning Torr, Recorder of Hastings, died in London on 


Sunday, at the age of seventy. The eldest son of the late Mr. J. B. 
Torr, Q.C., Bencher of the Middle Temple, he was educated at Pembroke 
College, Oxford, and was called to the Bar by the Middle Temple in 

. He was a member of the London County Council for Bethnal 
Green, N.E. Division, from 1889 to 1895, and Recorder of Deal from 





BORDERS OF 


SUSSEX AND HANTS. 


Within a radius of three miles of Liphook Station (L.S.W. Railway), 
and about five miles from Midhurst. 


A VERY CHOICE 


FREEHOLD SPORTING ESTATE 


EMBRACING ABOUT 


1,290 Acres, 


AND COMPRISING OUTLYING PORTIONS OF 


THE HOLLYCOMBE ESTATE, 


SITUATE THE PARISHES OF 
TROTTON, ROGATE, CHI h tweet IPING, AND BRAMSHOTT, 
AND CONSISTING OF 
Compact Agricultural Holdings, Choice Building Sites, and 
Extensive Woodlands and Piantations, and produc ng an 
actual and estimated income of 


per i, 578 ann. 


tO BE SOLD BY AUCTION, BY 


DANIEL SMITH, OAKLEY & GARRARD 


At THE MART, ae Yard, Bank of England, E.C., 
On TUESDAY, 6th JULY, 1915. 


Particulars may be had of :— 
The Solicitors, Messrs. Barren, Prorvrrr & Scort, 13, Victoria St,, Westminster ; 
Messrs. ALBpery, Lucas & Beresvorp, Midhurst, Sussex ; 

Messrs. Urron & Co., 6, Laurence Pountney Hill, E.C. ; 
The Land Agent, Gro. MARSHALL, Esq., Estate Office, Godalming, Surrey ; and at 
I'he Auctioneers’ Offices, 4 and 5, Charks Street, St. James's Square, 5. W 





1895 to 1905, when he was appointed to the Recordership of Hastings. 
He married in 1893 tne eldest daughter of the Rev. Thomas Moore, 
rector of St. Michael’s Royal, College Hill, E.C., and leaves a son and 
a daughter. 


Mr. John C. Stollery. 


Lieutenant John Cecil Stollery, only son of Colonel and Mrs. Stollery, 
of 47, Denmark-villas, Hove, was killed on 23rd May, aged twenty-nine 
years. He was educated at Holland House and Collesmore, Hove, and 
afterwards at Christ Church, Oxford He was called to toe Bar by 
the Inner Temple in 1912, and joined the South Eastern Circuit and 
He served for two years in the Inns of Court Officers 
Training Corps. On the outbreak of war he was gazetted to the 
5th Royal Fusiliers, joining his regiment at Dover. Proceeding to the 
front in October, he fought in the trenches at Armentieéres, and, after 
being invalided home, again went out—this time to the 3rd battalion 
of the same regiment. He fell whilst uttering words of encouragement 


to his men. 


Sussex Sessions 


Mr. N. Crawford MacLehose. 


Lieutenant N. Crawford MacLehose, aged twenty-six, was the 
younger son of Mr. and Mrs. Norman MacLehose, of Little Heath 
House, Berkhamsted, Herts, and a grandson of the late Alexander 
Macmillan, the publisher. He was educated at Rugby, where he was 
‘ King’s Medallist,’’ and at Balliol College, Oxford. In 1912 he joined 
the Inns of Court Officers Training Corps, and in 1913 obtained a com- 
mission ag second lieutenant in the Post Office Rifles (Territorial Force). 
On the outbreak of war he volunteered for service abroad, and a little 
later was promoted lieutenant. He left for Flanders with his battalion 
in March, and was killed on 26tn May. He was a student of the Inner 
Temple and a member of the staff of the ‘‘ Umpire’s Office "’ in con 
nection with the Insurance Act (Part IL., for Unemployment). For 
some time after leaving Oxford he resided at, and worked for, Toynbee 
Hall, and kept up his connection with that institution until the war 
broke out. Ina letter written a few days before his o atn Lieutenant 
Mac Lehose Bays ‘Well, the war 1 a bad business, but there are 
compensations. People had so often t ld us the race was degenerate 
that I had almost begun to wonder whether it was not true, but 1 know 
fellows used to grouse and seem soft in 


now. . . Some “of our 
They are made of 


England, ‘but there is no doubt about them here. 
the right stuff, as I believe the whole nation is. 
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Mr. John Weightman. 


Sub-Lieutenant John Weightman, R.N.V.R., who was killed in 
action in the Gallipoli Peninsula, was the only son of Mr. and Mrs. 
W. A. Weightman, of Bidston-road, Oxton, Birkenhead. He was born 
in 1888, educated at Rugby, and admitted a solicitor in 1914. In Sep- 
tember last he obtained a commission in the Royal Naval Division, and 
after the fall of Antwerp a commission in the R.N.V.R. 
went to the Dardenelles. 


Legal News. 


Appointments and Honours. 


Mr. Matcotm Rosert Jarpine, Barrister-at-Law, has been appointed 
to be Advocate-General tor Bombay, in i homas 
Joseph Strangmap, who has resignea. 

Mr. Atpert Parsons, K.C., has been appointed to be Recorder of 
the Borough of Merthyr ‘lyadtil, in the room of Mr. ivor Bowen, K.C., 
resigned. 

Tue Ricut Hon. Rosert Munro, K.C., M.P., who was Lord Advo 
cate in the late Ministry, has been appointed to the same office in the 
present Ministry. 

Mr. T. 


succession to Mr, 


Ministry. 
Mr. ALexaANvER Woop Renton, Chief Justice of Ceylon, has been 
made a Knight Bachelor of the Order of St. Michael and St. George. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


Anprew WatsH, Frank Gray, and Harry Cecu Rossz, solicitors 
(Andrew Walsh, Gray, & Rose), 35, Bedford-row, in the county of 
London. October 1. Such business will be carried on in the future by 


the said Andrew Walsh and Frank Gray and James Graham Symes. 
[Gazette, June 4. 


General. 


In March he | 


| are specially affected by the war. 
' account of the new political situation of Italy, the support of the 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday, in answer to questions as to 


| the payment of public compensation for property destroyed during the 


recent air raids on London and other places, Mr. Asquith said : Relief 
will be granted in these as in previous cases. The Government are 
also considering the possibility of the initiation of a scheme of insurance 
of property against war risks. 

The Italian Chamber of Commerce in London hag received official 
notice that no general moratorium has been decreed in Italy, but some 
delays may be granted in special cases to debtors who may prove they 
The Chamber also states that, on 


Italian Embassy for the granting of export licences is no longer required, 


| In order to obtain these licences for prohibited articles, shippers must 


| of the House of Commons. 


| afternoon for the first time since his resignation. 


| apply direct to the War Trade Department. 


Lord Haldane was present in the House of Lords on Wednesday 
He is, says the 
Times, receiving daily messages of appreciation from different sections 
On Monday the Scottish Liberal members 


| placed on record their sense of the value of his services. Yesterday 
| the Welsh Liberals followed suit with a resolution expressing their 
| appreciation of his work at the War Office and of his assistance to 


Bb. Morison, K.C., who was Solicitor-General for Scotland | ae : p: : : 3 
in the late Ministry, has been appointed to tae same office in the present | the Death Duties (Killed in War) Act, 1914, estates of persons to whom 





The American Ambassador, when he was received by the King at | 


Buckingham Palace on Monday, presented to his Majesty one of the | 


commemorative medalg which were struck to celebrate the centenary 
of peace between Great Britain and the United States. The centenary 
was observed at New Orleans last January, and the other medal was 
given to President Wilson. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday, in answer to Mr. King and | 


Mr. Gretton, Mr. Asquith said : The management of the Press Bureau 
will be undertaken by Sir Edward Cook and Sir Frank Swettenham as 
joint directors. These two gentlemen have been rendering most valu- 
able service in an honorary capacity as assistants to the previous 
director. 
the Press Bureau. 

Mrs. Elizabeth Emily Gillibrand, formerly of Harrogate, Yorkshire, 
and late of Claridge’s Hotel, Brook-street, W., who died on 26th March 
last, widow of Mr. Christopher Henry Gillibrand, left estate of tae 
gross value of £23,771, of which £22,529 is net personalty. 
to her maid £100, an annuity of £65, and her Pekingese dog ‘‘ Tiny,’’ 
with £13 per annum during the life of the dog or while it snall remain 
in her possession, for its maintenance. 
that at her death her usual medical attendant or a competent physican 
or surgeon should open a vein or artery to make sure that life is actually 
extinct. 


The Home Secretary will be responsible to the House for | 


| Welsh education. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday, in answer to Sir J. D. 
Rees, the Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. McKenna) said : Under 


the Act applies are wholly exempted from death duties on passing to 
the wife or lineal descendant if the value of the estate does not exceed 
£5,000. If it does exceed that figure the first £5,000 is removed from 
charge, while the duties on the remainder are discounted for a period 
equal to the normal expectation of life of the deceased at the time of 
his death. 

Mr. Alfred Edward Ascroft, of Gleadale, Lytham-road, South Shore, 
Blackpool, solicitor, who died on 24th March last, aged sixty-eight, 
left estate of the gross value of £23,900, with net personalty £10,617. 
The testator left, among other bequests, £2,000, certain furniture, his 
carriages and motors, and his old mare ‘‘ Polly” to his housekeeper, 
and during the life of the mare an annuity of £52 for the benefit of the 
mare. He also gave to his housekeeper the use of his residence for six 
months after his death, with £5 a week for its upkeep and a share of 
the residue in proportion to the legacy bequeathed to her. The will 
also provides for legacies to a clerk, to the testator’s nurse, and to his 
coachman. 

At the Mansion House, on Monday, Mr. Alderman Hanson fined the 
licensee and the manager of a: public-house in the City three guineas 
each, the former for allowing intoxicating liquor to be consumed on the 
premises between 10 p.m. and 5 a.m., and the latter for aiding and 
abetting. The defence was that the manager, who had been out all 
day with a friend, invited his friend to have a drink in the bar, under 
the impression that the Order applied only to customers. He did not 
sell any drink. The licensee, who had given the manager permission 
to offer his friends refreshment, was not on the premises at the time, 
but that, the Alderman held, did not excuse her. The Alderman 
offered to state a case for appeal. 

At the Mansion House, on Wednesday, says the 7'imes, before the 


| Lord Mayor, Mr. Ralph Walker Atkinson, of The Limes, Hempstead, 


She left | 


Mrs. Gillibrand also directed | 


; strongest terms the acts of the enemy. 


Saffron Walden, was summoned for having on 18th May maliciously 
published a defamatory libel on Mr. August Cohn, barrister-at-law, of 
Brick-court, Temple. Mr. du Parcq, who appeared for the prosect- 
tion, said Mr. Cohn was a British subject, born in Germany but 
naturalized in 1901. Since the outbreak of the war he had been taking 
steps among people of enemy birth but naturalized British subjects to 
arrange a demonstration to express their loyalty to Great Britain and 
her Allies. A meeting was held on 27th May, at which resolutions 
were passed affirming loyalty to this country and denouncing in the 
Mr. Cohn received through the 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
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LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
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— 
on 18th May a letter written by the defendant, which was opened 
one of the clerks working with him in connection with the organisa 
tion of the meeting. Counsel was about to read the letter, but said that 
the defendant had just told him that he intended to plead guilty and 
had asked him to spare him the reading of part of the letter. The 
defendant then expressed his regret for what he had written and 
apologised fully and frankly to the prosecutor. He also offered to give 
his undertaking to pay the costs of the prosecution. Mr. du Parcq 
said that Mr. Cohn only wished to establish the elementary principle 
that he was entitled to protection, and he asked that the summons be 
dismissed. The summons was accordingly dismissed. 





The public are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine 
“Oxford ’’ Sectional Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes’’ and 
other exhibitions, particulars of which may be obtained free from the 
sole inventors and manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and general appear- 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘Oxford ’’ is only genuine when connected with the 
name of Witt1am Baker & Co.—(Advt.) 








Herrinc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro- 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices: 98 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, S.W. Telephone: City 377; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 





The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 
Jane 17.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & CRANFIELD, *t th: Mart, at 2 : Reversi ns 
and Policies of Assurance (see advertisement, back page, this week). 
July 6.- Messrs. DANIEL SMITH, OAKLEY & GARRARD, at the Mart: Freehold Sport 
ing Estate (see advertisement, page 551, this week). 











Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COM PANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—FRiDay, June 4. 


ALERTA EXCLUSIVE FILM Co, Ltp. (IN LiQuIDATIOS).—Creditors are required, on o 
before July 31 to send in their names and addres-es, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Henry James Anning, liquidator of the said Company. 

Bait CYCLE CAR AND Motor Co, LTD.—Creditors are required on or before Juse 18 to 
send their names and addresses, ani the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Robert Rhodes, 18, Low pvmt, Nottingham, liquidator. 

BROOKLET STEAMSHIP Co, LTD.—Creuitors are required, on or before July 17 to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars’ of their accounts or claims to Mr. 
David Needham, 22, Scarborongh st, West Hartlepool, liquidator. 

DINARD IMPROVEMENT Co, LTD.—Creditors are requirei, on or before July 12, to 
send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Harry Musgrave, 36, Mark In, liquidator. 

RasteRN EXPLOITATION Co, LrD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Henry Aubrey Biddle, 37, Great Tower st, liquidator. 

HOMEFINDERS, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, tosend their names 

addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Charlesworth 
20, Copthall av, liquidator. 

J. @. Fay & Co, Lap.—Creditors are required, on or before July 22, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Henry 
Rowland, 8, High st, Southampton, liquidator 

TWEEDALE ARMSTEAD Motors, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 2, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
John Gordon, 19, bond st, Leeds, liquidator. 

Wast END THEATRE SYNDICATE, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 7, 
tosend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Richard Henry Gillespie, 29a, Charing Cross rd, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 4. 
Mauve, Ltd. A. R. Garnett, Ltd. 
Ernest Gainsborough, Ltd. Matang Syndicate, Ltd. 
Hispano Suiza Cars (Great Britain aid Middle East Estates Syndicates, Ltd. 
Ire and), Ltd. Cornish Exploration Qo, Ltd. 
British and Mexican Shipping Co, Ltd. Nonal Co (1912), Ltd. 
Caxton Engineering, Ltd West End Theatre Syndicate, Ltd. 
Liverpool Silver and Copper Co, Ltd. Brooklet Steam Ship Co, Ltd. 
Langsett Club, Ltd. Minehead Pony Stud Co, Ltd. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 1 JOYcE, NEVILLE. 


Monday, June 14 Mr. Greswell Mr. Synge Mr. Borrer Mr. Farmer 
Tuesday ...... 15 Bloxam Church Leach Synge 
Bloxam 
Borrer B'oram Jolly Goldschmidt 
Goldschmidt Greswell Bloxam Leach 
Leach Jolly Synge Church 


Jolly Farmer Greswell 





Date. 
Monday, June 14 Mr. Jolly 
Tuesda 


Mr. Justice 
Ere. 


15 


CGpeswell 
Borrer 
Synge 
Farmer 
Bloxam 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. ASTBURY. YOUNGER, 
Mr. | ~ ~ pe Mr. Charch Mr. Leach 


olly 
Synge 


Farmer 


Farmer Goldschmidt 
Goldschmidt Church 
Leach Greswell 
Borrer Jolly 


Church 
Goldsch midt Greswell Borrer 


Court of Justice—King’s Bench Division. 
TRINITY SITTINGs, 1915. 





Sayxey, 


Smeaamayn, 
J. 


Northern 


Circuit 


proceeding | 


Divisional 
Court 


| Whiteon 
Vacation 





Luss, J. Rowzarr, J. ae ena Arxrs, J. 


Hogxipas, 
J. 


Sorvurros, . 
J. Avory, J. 


Lorp 
CoLeaipes, 
d. 


A. T. Law- 
rence, J. 


Dargie, J. Bray, J. 


Loan Cuer 
Junein Ripusy, J. 


Dates. 








1 


Oxford 





List N.J. pt. hd. 


Com. 


Rev. Paper 


Midland 
Circuit 
proceeding 
” 


N. Wales 
Circuit 
proceeding 
jet Part 


Western 
Sammer 
Circuit 
proceeding 


5. Wales 

Circuit 
proceeding proceeding 

lst Part 


Circuit 


1 Central Chambers 
Criminal Ct. 


Jane 


and N.J. 


> 
Western 


Cnt. Cr. Ct. 


Central 
Crim. Court 


Lancashire 
Civil List 


” 


Railway 
Commiasion 
intervening 


Circuit ws 
Chambers 


” 


Court 


” 


Divisional Divisional 
Coart 


5 
7 


Cnt. Cr. Ct. Chambers 
intervening intervening 


8.E. Circuit 
2nd Part 





and C.J, 
intervening 
J 


Bankruptcy} | 


. 


Court 
* 


Divieional Cnt. Cr. Ct. 


ind Part 


Central 
Criminal Ct. 
Circuit 


intervening 
. 
N. Wales 


Whitenn 
Vacation 


Divisional 


Divisional 
Court 


N. Eastern 
Circuit 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette —Turapnay, June 1. 


ADJU DI 


ALLETN, Epwanp Grornck Upper 
Agent High Court Pet Mar 17 

Brook, ANNIE, Fareham, Hants Hastings 
Ord May 28 

CovuLson, JOHN WILLIAM, Skegness 
Pet Mari13 Ord May 27 

DAVies, DAVID, Fochriw, Glam, Carpenter 
Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

DAYKIN, FREDERICK, Belierbv, nr Leyburn, Yorke. Cattle 
Dealer Northallerton Pet Mav 28 Ord Mav 23 

Ginps, Francis Joun, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet April 
16 Ord May 28 

HOWELL, WALTER, Birmingham, 
Clerk Birmingham Pet Mar5 Ord May 28 

IRVING, CHARLES Hewry, Leeds, Taxi-cab Proprietor 
leeds Pet Aprillé Or! May 20 

Ksiont, WILLIAM Isaac, Covenrry, 
Coventry Pet May 28 rd May 28 

LUNN. WILLIAM, Heanor, Derby, Clothier 
May 14 Ord May 28 

MAYES, GORGE GLADSTONE. Cambrid e. Grocer 
Raker Cambridge Pet May 2) Ord May 2 

MORGAN, CLAUDE HARRIS, Farnborough, Clerk Gutldfo d 
Pet May 28 Ord Mav 28 

NEWSHAM, ANNIK ELIZABErH, Middlesbrough 
brougch Pet May 28 (rd May 28 

PARKES, THOMAS HARRY, Brierley Hill, Staffs, Tobacconist 
Stourbridge Pet May 28 (rd May 28 

POTTER, CHARLES HENRY, Worcester, Printer 
Pet May 27 (rd May 27 

SALMON, THOMAS JouN. Saint Cleara, Carmarthen Builder 
Carm’rthen Pet Mav2s Ord May 28 

SMITH, George Stepney, Promnton rd, Tailor 
Court Pet April 9 Ord May 27 

SOUTHWOOD, WALTER EpwWUND 
Strand, Publisher High Court 
May 27 

SPINK, FRANK THOMAS, Slongh 
Traveller Win¢sor Pet May 27 

TSCH AGADARFP, ALEXANDER SeRGIVS 
Court Pet April 12 Ord May 27 

WATTS, WILLIAM, Wattstown, Glam, Collier 
Pet May 27 Ord May 27 


Amended Notice substituted for that published 
in the London Gazette of Jan 19: 


RAUSCH, O8ZKAR JANOS, Russell chmbrs. Bury et, Rlcome 
bury, Cinemstograph Proprietor High Coot Pet 
May 21,1914 Ord Jan 14, 1015 

ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 

Lex, CEDRIC, Shoreham, Sussex Brighton 
Annul May 27 

MORGAN, SAMURL, Worcester. Builder 
Oct 3,1904 Annul May 22, 1915 


ATIONS 

Tham s at, 
Ord Mav 28 
Pet April 21 


Export 
Tobacconist Boston 


Merthyr Tydfil 


Inavrance B oker's 


Furniture Dealer 
Derby Pet 


an! 


Middl» 


Worcester 


High 


at. 
Ord 


WILLIAM, Craven 
Pet April 27 


Backs, Commercial 
Ord May 27 
Holland rd High 


Pontypridd 


Adjud Feb 26 


Worcester Adjud 


London Gazette—Frivay, June 4 
RECEIVING 


BILKE, LILLY ALtor, 
Junel Ord June 1 

BRADDON, FRED, Plymouth, 
Junel Ord June 1 

BROADBENT, Denis R, Hans pl, Company Director 
Court Pet April i5 Ord June 1 

BROWN, FREDERICK WILLIAM. Bromsgrove, 
Worcetter Pet May $1 Ord May 31 

CANNON, CALEB, Delancey st, Camden Town, 
house Keener High Court Pet Mav 5 

CARPENTER, EMMA, Bristol Bristol Pet 
May 31 

DAVies, HENRY, Clydach Vale, Glam, Grocer 
Pet June 1 Ord June 1 

DRIVER, WALTER. Cheltenham, Tailor 
May 31 Ord May 31 

EAD, HeEvRy STEPHEN, Hammeramit’ rd, Fulham, Baker 
HighCourt Pet June 1 Ord June 1 

KMEKY, BENJAMIN, Reading, Carpenter 
May 29 Ord May 29 

GILLMAN, FREDERICK CHARLES, Dover, Butcher 
bury PetJune 2 Ord June 2 


ORDERS, 


Gorleston Great Varmouth Pet 


Butcher Plymouth Pet 
High 
Newsagent 
T odging- 
rd May 31 
May 13 Ord 
Pont; pridd 
Cheltenham Pet 
Reading Pet 


Canter- 


GRAHAM, CretstopHER, fun, Settle, Yorks, Grocet Brad- 
ford Pet June 2 Ord June 2 

| HAWARD, Ervest ALraep, Leckhampton, Che'tenham, 

| Grocer Cheltenham Pet Junel Ord Janel 

Wovswan, JoHN WILLIAM, Great Grimsby, Butcher 
Great Grimsby Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

LACKEY, THOMAS RICHARD, Rattersea r’'se 
Giragve Propri-tor Wandsworth Pet 
June l 

PICKERING, Engin, Thorne, nr Doncaster SheMfell 
June 1 Ord Junel 

Price Crem Cape, Kingston upon Hall 
Hull Pet May 3t Ord May 31 

SABBERTON Louts Grorar, Norwich, Plumber Norwich 
Pet Mav 381 Ord Mav 31 

TOLMAN. FREDERICK JAMES, E+tstbourne, 
Eastbourne Pet May 18 Ord June 1 

TOURBLL, THomaAs, Chichester, Butcher 
Junel Ord June! 

Watts, ELIZABETH SopHta, 
Pet June2 Ord Jane 2 


tattersea, 
Jun: 1 Ord 


Pet 


Kingston upon 


Auctioneer 
Pet 
Loughborough Leicester 


Brighton 


Amen fed Notices substituted for that nublished in the 
London Gazette of Jane 1: 


WILLIAM Isaac, Coventry, Furniture Dealer 


Pet May 28 Ord My 28 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


BonTPazr, Perer. Carl’sle, 
Fisher st, Carlisle 

BROADRENT. Dents R, Hans pl 
hidga, Carey at 

Brock. Eva LAVINTA Kinsey. Plymonth, Mil iner 
at3.15 7, Buctlan? ter, Plymouth 

BRowN, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Bromszrove, Newsseent 
Jane 14 at 11.30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Wor 
cester 

CANNON, CALER, 
House Keeper 
Carev at 

CaRLTon Drv CLE\NING AND DyEIne Works, Mitcham, 
Serrey June 11 at 12.30 132, Yorkrd, Westminster 
Bri !we rd 

Davies, Henry. Cly?ach Vale, Glam, Grocer June 16 at 
11.15 Of Rec, St Catherine's chmbra, St Catherine 
at, Pontyprid 

PapR, Henry Stepuenx, Hammeremith rd, Fulham, Baker 
June l4attl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Cmneet& Co, PH, Park pl, Clanhem, Joinery Marufac- 
turers June llat 11.30 1382, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge rd 

GRAHAM, CHRISTOPHER, fun, Sett'e, Yorks, Grocer June 
12 atll Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Housman, JouN WILLIAM, Great Grimsby, Butcher June 
12at 11 Off Rec, §t Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

Howrin, Water, Birmingham, Inavrance Broker's 
Clerk June llat 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corpora 
tion st, Birmingham 

Kina, J T HALPN, Dartmouth 
land ter, Plymonth 

KNIentT, Witttam Tsaac, Coventry, Furniture Dealer 
June l4at 11 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Lackey, Thomas RicHarp, Battersea rise. Battersea. 
Garage Proprietor June 14 at 11 18%, York rd, 
Westminster Bridge rd 

LRVY, BERNARD, Manchester, Furniture Broker's Manager 
June 11 at 2.°0 Off Ree, Byrom at, Manchester 

LUNN, WILLIAM, Heanor, Derby. Clothier June ll at 11 
Of Rec, 12, St Peter's churchyard, Derby 

NEW*HAM, ANNIE ELIZABETH, Middlesb-ouch Jnne 11 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough 

Prick, Creer. Cape, Kingston upon Hull Jnne 14 at 11 
Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hu'l 

RAM‘GR, G CH, Lewes June 15 at 230 Off Rec, 
Marlborough pl, Brigh‘ on 

SABBERTON, Louris GroraR, Norwich. Plumber 
at 12.80 Of Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

SAL¥ON, THOMAS JOHN, Saint Clears, Carmarthenshi-e, 
Builder June 11 at 12 Of Rec, 4, Queen st, 
Carmarthen 

SPrInk, FRANK THOMAS, Slough, Bucks, 
Traveller Junell at ll 14, Bedford row 

TOLMAN, FREDERICK JAMRS, Eastbourne, Auctioneer 
June 15 at 12 Off Ree, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 


KNIGHT 
Coventry 
if at 3 34 


taker June 


June l4at1 Ban*ruptey 


Junels 


Camden Town, Lodging 
Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Delancey st. 
June 14 at 12 


June 15at 3.15 7, Buck- 


124, 


June 12 


Commercial 





Staffordshire Potteries. 





HOME MISSIONS. 


The ADDITIONAL CURATES SOCIETY provides assistant Clergy for 
the slums and poorer suburbs of large cities, and for mining and other industrial 
towns; in doing eo it acts as a CENTRAL AGENCY for conveying help 
to those parts of the country where pressure is greatest. The Society’s work is 
of very real importance at the present moment. 

iven part to send help to those needy places which are beyond the border of the 
Jiocese in which they live, and therefore cannot be helped by their contribution 
to its Diocesan Finance. In this way, the A.C.S. is giving great help to the 
pulous poor districts of South London and “London over the Border,” to the 
olliery regions of South Wales, and to parishes in the Black Country and the 


A.C.8. Office: 14,GREAT SMITH STREET, LONDON, 8. W. 


It enables Churchpeople in any 











TOURRLL, THOMAS. Chichester, Butcher June 15 at 11.99 
Off Ree, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Woops, ALFRED Epwarb. Palham High rd, Upper Tooting, 
House Furnisher June liat 11 132, York rd, 
Westminster Bridge rd 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALLEN, Hewry, Staunton, Worcestershire, 
Gloucester Prt Mar27 Ord May 31 

ARTON. EVELEEN BoYLe ANNA, New Compton st, Cine 
matotraph Film Renter High Court Pet April ig 
Ord June 1 

BILKE, LILLY Attor, Gorleston Great Yarmouth Pet 
Junel Ord Jone 1 

Brappow, Frep Plymouth, Butcher Plymouth Pet 
Tunnel Ord Janel 

Brows, FREDERICK WILLIAM. Bromsgrove, Newsagent 
Worcester Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Crump, BERTIE FREDFRICK COLEMAN, Abbeville gins, 
Clapham Park High Court Pet April 27 Ord 
May 31 

Davin Henry, Clydach Vale, Glam,Grocer Pontypridd 
Pet Junel Ord Jnnel 

Driver, WALTER. Cheltenham, Tailor Cheltenham Pet 
Mav 31 Ord May 81 

EADE. Henry SteeHEN, Hammersmith rd, Fulham, Baker 
Hich Conrt Pet June 1 Ord Tune 1 

EMERY, BENJAMIN, Reading, Carpenter 
May 29 Ord May 29 

GILLMAN, FREDERICK CHARLES, Dover, Butchor Canter. 
bury Pet June2 Ord Jnne 2? 

GRAH «AM, CHRISTOPHER, juny, S-ttle, Yorks, Grocer Brad- 
ford Pet June 2 Ord June 2 

HARVEY. FREDERICK James, Shrewsbury, 4le and Porter 
Merchant Shrewsbury Pet May 28 Ord Juve 1 

HAWARD, ERNEST ALFRED, Leckhamptw. Cheltenham, 
Grocer Cheltenham Pet Janel rd June! 

Hovsmay, Joun WILLIAM, Great Grimsby, Butcher 
Great Grimsby Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Jostine, Grorek WriiiiaM, Old Bond st High Court 
Pet April 9 Ord June 2 

KInsry, REGINALD StrceLes, Faris Court rd, Butcher 
Hich Court Pet May6 rd May 29 

McDONALD, EvGENE, Redminster, Bristol, Credit Draper 
Rri-tol Pet May 19 Ord June 2 

PICKERING, Epaar, Thorne, nr Doncaster Sheffield Pet 
Junel Ord June! 

Pocock, ARTHUR FrepEricK, Cumberiend pk. Acton, 
Auc'foneer High Court Pet Mar %1 rd Inne 2 
Price, Creer, CapE, Kingston npon Hull Kingston upon 

Holl Pet Mav 31 Ord May %1 
SABRERTON. Lours GroraR, Norwich, Plumber 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 
TOURRELL, THOMAS, Chichester, 

Junel Ord June 1 
Watts, ELIzaBeTH Soputa, Loughborough 
Pet, June2 Ord June 2 


Amended notice substituted for that published ia 
the London Gazette of June 1: 
KNIGHT, WILLTAM Tsaac, Coventry. Furniture Dealer 
Coventry Pet May 28 Ord May 28 


Varmer 


Reading Pet 


Norwich 


Butcher Brighton Pet 


Leicoster 


London Gazetle.—TUESDAY, June 8 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AINSwortH, ERNEST PILKINGTON. Manchester, Stock- 
broker Manchester Pet Mav 11 Ord June 4 

ALDRED, MARGARET EmMA, Bedford Bedford Pet June 3 
Ord June 3 

\mMaTT. JoHN Hariry, Loughborough, Auctioneer 
Teicester Pet June4 Ord June4 

BARKER, WILLIAM, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Amusement 
Caterer Ipawich Pet June3 Ord June 3 

BERReFOr p, HENRY ARTHUR, Blackpool, Clerk Blackpool 
Pet June? Ord Jane 7 

BRAHAM, ALEXANDER Jonny, Pirmingham, Jeweller 
Birminghem Pet May 21 Ord June 4 

CHISHOLM, FRANK WILFRED, Thornaby on Tees Yorks, 
Pranghtsman Stockton on Tees Pet June 4 Ord 
June 4 

CLEGG, WILLItM Henry, Nelson, Lancs, Picture Framer 
Burnley Pct June4 Ord June 4 

Davies, ARTHUR, Newport, Mon, Butcher 
Mon Pet Mavi4 Ord June4 

DUESKURY, TREVOR, Su‘ton Coldfield, Warwick, Engineer 
Birm'ngham Pet Mayil Ord June 4 

FONCK. H&RMANN. Gloncester ter, Bayswater, Ship and 
Oil Broker HighCourt Pet June4 Ord June4 

GRACE. ALFRED, Cricklate av, Streatham, Builder High 
Court Pet June4 Ord June 4 

HARRISON, WILLIAM, Scarborough, Hairdresser 
hboreugh Pet Jone4 Ord June 4 

HAWTHORNE, Bros, Stratford, Essex, Provision 
Hich Court Pet April 27 Ord June4 

JENKINS, JOHN, Tillington, Hereford, Baker 
Pet Mav 6 Ord June 3 F 

KELSALL, JonN Hype, Stockport. Cheshire Cunfe tioner 
Stockport Pet June 4 Ord June 4 : 

PERKINS, THOMAS PHILLIP, New Bilton, Rugby, Com 
mercial Clerk Coventry Pet June3 Ord June3 

QUINN, Patrick, Derby, Labourer Derby Pet June 4 Ord 
June 4 

SHELBOURNE, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Margate, Stationer 
Canterbury Pet June 5 Ord June 5 

TEMPLE, ROBERT, Stokesley, Yorks, Grocer Stockton on 
Tees Pet Mayit Ord June ® Pet 

THOMAS, JOHN, Cwmavon, Glam, Coal Miner Neath 
June5 Ord June 5 

WADLEY, Horace, Deal, Kent, Baker Chelmsfor! Pet 
May 28 Ord June $ West 

Watkins, J, West Bromwich, Insurance Agent 
Bromwich Pet May 22 Ord June 4 

ZIGMOND. JOHN, Caerphilly, Glam, Clothier Pontypridd 
Pet May 14 Ord June 4 
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